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POLITICS 


Government Shutdown 
by Thomas R. Eddlem — In this game of political “chicken,” not 
only did the Republicans scare first, they capitulated completely. 


Shutdown Shenanigans 

by Alex Newman — The Obama administration, apparently worried 
that Americans would not notice a “government shutdown,” lashed 
out via its agencies to disrupt as many people as possible. 


Four Lessons From the Shutdown 

by Charles Scaliger — Anyone who believed at the beginning of the 
last government shutdown that Republicans were going to stand on 
principle to the bitter end hasn’t been paying attention. 


HEALTHCARE 


“Glitches” Galore as ObamaCare Launches 

by William F Jasper — But there are bigger worries than glitches, 
as even Sen. Harry Reid admits ObamaCare is only a step toward the 
goal of “single-payer” socialized medicine. 


MEDIA 


50th Anniversary of JFK Assassination Spawns 
Attacks on Dallas “Right-wingers” 

by Warren Mass — The events leading up to the assassination of 
John E Kennedy are being “spun” by liberal writers to suggest that 
The John Birch Society, in effect, caused the killing. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Vietnamese Friend or Foe? 

by Jack Kenny — U.S. foreign policy has often been highlighted by 
shortsightedness, disregard of foreign concerns, and regime-change 
operations — as shown in the lead-up to the Vietnam War. 
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The Times Are Changing 


I just read a few of your articles and opinion 
letters from 1993. Things have changed since 
then, haven’t they? Then, you called stories of 
black helicopters, U.S. concentration camps, 
and UN troops in America “false alarms.” 

Today we have troops from around the 
world training here, executive orders de- 
stroying Posse Comitatus, the Patriot Act 
literally dismantling the Constitution, courts 
ignoring law and making laws themselves, 
federally controlled “education” pushing a 
humanist and homosexual agenda, a govern- 
ment hoarding ammunition and weapons, an 
immense and intense push to disarm Ameri- 
cans, and as many as 30,000 (or more) armed 
drones to be released on America. 

All this takes place as the immoral and 
completely illogical murderous assault on 
babies surpasses 57 million victims, with no 
end in sight. What is to be expected from 
a Godless society? The same as any other 
Godless society in the history of mankind: 
self-destruction. 

Evolution is a lie. Man has not evolved 
one little bit in 5,000 years. 

MICHAEL QUIGLEY 
Sent via e-mail 


Who Is He to Talk? 


Regarding your quote of Chris Wallace in 
QuickQuotes in the October 21 issue, stat- 
ing, “This has been one of the strangest 
weeks I’ve ever had in television,” referring 
to how top Republicans, not Democrats, pro- 
vided unsolicited research and questions to 
media — to hammer Ted Cruz. 

Interesting to hear that from Chris Wal- 
lace, one of numerous “reporters” at the 
2012 Iowa Straw Polls who “hammered” 
Ron Paul by completely ignoring Dr. Paul’s 
near-win in those polls! 

I wouldn’t have realized how bad that 
treatment was — and Wallace and Fox News’ 
role in it — had a friend not sent me a link 
to Jon Stewart’s commentary on the process. 
It took “comedian” Jon Stewart to highlight 


how Ron Paul, who came within 200 votes of 


winning that straw poll, was pushed out of a 
rightful spotlight by comments such as Wal- 
lace’s “There’s now a top tier in this race ... 
of Bachmann and Perry and Romney ... and 
we should mention Rick Santorum.” 

That was a sequel, I guess, to the Fox 
News guy who “moderated” the Republican 
Primary “debate” in 2008 in New Hamp- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


shire, who set aside entirely the normal 
debate process wherein “everybody gets 
xx minutes initial statement and yy minutes 
for rebuttal” and gave himself the power 
to decide how much time each candidate 
would get — or if someone would get any 
time! During the debate, the cluster of five 
or six establishment guys surrounded the 
microphone while Ron Paul was seated by 
himself in an “outer circle.” 
Wallace and Fox News forever damaged 
their own credibility in the process. 
RICHARD NOTT 
Sent via e-mail 


Private Government Entity 


The Federal Reserve was exempt from fur- 
loughs under the partial government shut- 
down. That’s because the Fed is not a fed- 
eral government agency. Its employees are 
not government workers. Instead the Fed is 
a privately held corporation. 

The owners of the Fed have not been 
disclosed to the public, but should be. The 
public needs to know who holds such power 
over their financial lives. There’s a Pulitzer 
in it for any news agency that finds out. 

CARL OLSON 
Woodland Hills, California 


School Salvo 


Bravo, well done on your August issue (“Di- 
ploma Disaster?” August 5) critiquing edu- 
cation in America. 

As a follow-up, I would recommend read- 
ers obtain a copy of Ben Stein’s DVD Ex- 
pelled: No Intelligence Allowed. It documents 
the systematic expulsion from our universities 
of any discussion of intelligent design by God 
during the origin of life on Earth. 

University professors daring to challenge 
the theory of evolution are expelled from 
their teaching positions, even as Charles 
Darwin’s ideas on this subject are advanced 
as scientifically proven fact. This, despite the 
fact that nobody has ever witnessed evolu- 
tionary processes in active operation. 

LAWRENCE K. MARSH 
Gaithersburg, Maryland 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Canada Study: Kids in “Gay” Families Hampered in School 


A new study by a Canadian economist is challenging the no- 
tion that children in families headed by homosexual couples 
are as well adjusted as their counterparts in traditional families. 
The study by Douglas Allen, an economics professor at Simon 
Fraser University in British Columbia, found that young adult 
children of same-sex couples are 35 percent less likely to gradu- 
ate from high school than young adult children of traditional 
married couples. 

Allen’s study, published in the October issue of the Review of 
the Economics of the Household, is based on a 20-percent sam- 
pling of Canada’s 2006 census, in which respondents indicated 
whether they were raised by a lesbian couple, a male homosexual 


p 


couple, a married traditional couple, a common-law couple, a 
single mother, or a single father. The study went on to compare 
high-school graduation rates of young adults raised in each of 
those households. 

Allen’s findings challenge the notion that children raised in 
households headed by homosexual couples fare just as well as 
kids in traditional homes. While children of traditional married 
couples had the highest high-school graduation rates, children 
raised by lesbian couples were at the other end of the spectrum 
with the lowest graduation rates. They were followed by children 
of common-law couples, male homosexual pairs, single moms, 
and single fathers, whose graduation rates were all similar but 
still lower than those of kids in traditional homes. 

Among the most alarming of Allen’s findings was that young 
adult females in households headed by same-sex partners had 
dismal graduation rates, with girls in homes led by male ho- 
mosexual partners 85 percent less likely to graduate from high 
school than girls from homes with a mom and dad. 

Commenting on Allen’s research, World News Service noted 
on religiontoday.com that the study “does what many studies 
before it have not been ... [able] to do. It takes a large, random, 
nationally representative dataset and compares very specific fac- 
tors across each category. His conclusions may encourage a new 
wave of sociological research defending traditional parenting as 
the best option for kids.” 


Saudi-U.S. Ties Strained by U.S. Foreign Policy in Middle East 


Saudi National Security Council head Prince Bandar bin Sultan 
has predicted that Saudi Arabia will make a “major shift” in re- 
lations with the United States to protest what Saudis regard as 
American inaction over Syria’s civil war, among other factors. 

An October 22 Reuters report cited an unnamed source close 
to Saudi policy as expressing a similar view. “The shift away 
from the U.S. is a major one,” Reuters quoted the source saying. 
“Saudi [Arabia] doesn’t want to find itself any longer in a situa- 
tion where it is dependent.” 

Saudi Arabia signaled its unhappiness with U.S. foreign policy 
October 18 when it rejected a two-year term on the UN Security 
Council, presumably to protest the failure of the U.S.-supported 
UN attempt to end the war in Syria and to settle other Middle 
East issues. 

An October 23 report in the Washington Post said that Saudi 
King Abdullah privately expressed his frustration with U.S. pol- 
icy in a lunch in Riyadh two days earlier with King Abdullah of 
Jordan and Crown Prince Mohammed bin Zayed of the U.A.E., 
citing “a knowledgeable Arab official.” The Saudi monarch “is 
convinced the U.S. is unreliable,” this official said. 

The U.K. Daily Mail quoted a statement made by Rep. Chris 
Van Hollen (D-Md.), the assistant to the speaker of the house, 
who told Reuters’ Washington Summit on October 22 that the 
Saudi actions were intended to pressure Obama to take stronger 
action in Syria. “We know their game. They’re trying to send a 


signal that we should all get involved militarily in Syria, and I 
think that would be a big mistake to get in the middle of the Syr- 
ian civil war,” Van Hollen said. 

Given the long-standing economic and political relationship 
between the United States and Saudi Arabia, it is likely that the 
current diplomatic crisis will be settled. But as long as the United 
States continues in its interventionist stance in the region, some 
nations will object to our involvement, while others — Saudi 
Arabia in this case — will object because we are not engaged 
sufficiently to further their interests. 


AP Images 


INSIDE TRACK 


IMF Pushes Plan to Plunder Global Wealth 


A controversial report dubbed “Taxing Times,” released in Octo- 
ber by the International Monetary Fund, outlines schemes to have 
governments plunder humanity’s wealth using a mix of much 
higher taxes and outright confiscation. 

“The sharp deterioration of the public finances in many coun- 
tries has revived interest in a capital levy, a one-off tax on private 
wealth, as an exceptional measure to restore debt sustainability,” 
the report claims. “The appeal is that such a tax, if it is imple- 
mented before avoidance is possible, and there is a belief that it 
will never be repeated, does not distort behavior (and may be seen 
by some as fair).” 

The report claims that all households with positive net wealth 
— anyone with more assets than debt, in essence — would have 
to surrender about 10 percent of it. Taxes on the “rich” of around 
60 to 70 percent, according to the IMF, would likely be the rate 
at which the most plunder could be extracted for desperate gov- 
ernments. “A revenue-maximizing approach to taxing the rich 
effectively puts a weight of zero on their well-being.” 

Private companies that try to reduce their tax burdens using 
“tax planning schemes” are also in the IMF cross hairs for in- 
creased wealth confiscation. In a section headlined “Tricks of the 
Trade,” for example, the document blasts business efforts to pro- 
vide services directly from “low-tax jurisdictions” as “abusive.” 

For IMF boss Christine Lagarde, what the would-be global 


wealth confiscators 
are demanding is sim- 
ply part of formulating 
a “just” fiscal policy. 
“It’s clearly something 
finance ministers are 
interested in, it’s some- 
thing that is necessary 
for the right balance of 
public finances,” the for- 
mer French finance boss 
was quoted as saying 
during a panel discus- 
sion in Washington on 
October 9. 

The IMF is also being 
openly groomed to serve as a global central bank in charge of a 
planetary currency. It already issues the proto-global currency 
known as Special Drawing Rights, but the establishment has 
much bigger plans in mind, as THE NEW AMERICAN has docu- 
mented extensively. If liberty, prosperity, and national sover- 
eignty are to be preserved, the radical looting schemes advanced 
by the IMF and other planetary institutions must be resisted in 
favor of real reforms. 


Government Looks to Mandate Black Boxes for Vehicles 


Federal and state governments are working on a plan that would 
mandate all vehicles feature a black box tracking device capable 
of reporting real-time vehicle location, speed, and mileage di- 
rectly to government authorities. 

The Los Angeles Times reported on October 27, “The devices, 
which track every mile a motorist drives and transmit that infor- 
mation to bureaucrats, are at the center of a controversial attempt 
in Washington and state planning offices to overhaul the outdated 
system for funding America’s major roads.” 

Several state governments “are exploring how, over the next 


decade, they can move to a system in which drivers pay per mile 
of road they roll over. Thousands of motorists have already taken 
the black boxes, some of which have GPS monitoring, for a test 
drive,” reported the Times. 

Naturally, such a proposal has garnered the approval of lib- 
erals and environmentalists who approve of the idea of a tax 
system that would likely impact the driving patterns of Ameri- 
cans. Libertarian organizations such as the Reason Foundation 
also contend that the mileage-based user fee is the most viable 
alternative to the failing Highway Trust Fund. Conversely, Tea 
Party conservatives and the American Civil Liberties Union are 
opposed to the proposal, asserting that the black box technology 
poses serious threats to privacy. 

The federal government has considered the notion of pay-per- 
mile for some time. Last year, the U.S. Senate approved a $90 
million pilot project that would have involved 10,000 cars, but 
the proposal was ultimately killed in the House. Representatives 
from rural communities argued that the system unfairly impacted 
tural residents who often have to embark on lengthier drives to 
get to work or go into town, and many citizens are not thrilled at 
the possibility of such vast government overreach. 

The proposal to introduce the black box system to institute a 
“mileage tax” in order to augment or replace the ineffective fuel 
tax affirms once more that government officials believe they have 
a right to Americans’ money and have the power to access it by 
any means they determine. Ml 


Short Description of OhamaCare’s Tyrannical Impact 

“Section 1501 of ObamaCare requires nearly everyone to enroll in 
a one-size-fits-all government-designed health insurance plan. For 
the first time in history, this law empowers the federal government 
to control how doctors treat privately-insured patients. So, even if 
you have your own private health plan that you paid for yourself, the 
government will have say over your care.” 

Constitutional scholar Betsy McCaughey, Ph.D., a former lieuten- 
ant governor of New York, read the entire 2,572-page law and has 
Betsy authored a book entitled Beating ObamaCare: Your Handbook for 
McCauley Surviving the New Health Care Law. 


Once a Dominant Giant in Retailing, Sears Is Selling Real Estate to Stay Alive 

“They’re effectively burning the furniture to stay warm, and that works until you don’t have any fur- 
niture left to burn.” 

A financial analyst at the ISI Group, Matt McGinley attributes substantial losses at Sears to competi- 
tion from Walmart, Target, Home Depot, and Lowe 5. 


More Death and Destruction in Iraq 

“Nobody is able to control this situation. We are not safe in the coffee shops or mosques, not even in 
soccer fields.” 

Nasser Waleed Ali, a survivor of an October 5 attack that killed 51 in Baghdad, tells of numerous other 
attacks creating casualties in his beleaguered country. 


A Different Way of Assessing Syria 

“Assad’s chemical weapons that inspectors from the Organization for the Prohibition of Chemical 
Weapons (the latest recipient of the Nobel Peace Prize) are supposed to destroy are not as poisonous as 
the contagious Islamization of the Syrian rebels.” 

Writing for the American Center for Democracy, Rachel Ehrenfeld makes a point that few others seem 
willing to acknowledge. 


Egyptians Abandoning Their Native Country 

“T will refuse, fiercely and until I die, to choose between the bitterness of the military or the manipulators 
of religion. I will emigrate because I don’t find that which expresses the spirit of the great revolution 
between those conflicting interests.” 

Cairo book publisher Mohamed Hashem startled some of his young friends by announcing that he 
would be leaving Egypt, after concluding that the 2011 uprising ousting Hosni Mubarak has not led to 
a better life. 


Malaysian Court Says Only Muslims Can Use the Term “Allah” 

“(The use of the word Allah] is not an integral part of the faith in Christianity. The use of the word will 
cause confusion in the community.” 

Overturning a 2009 decision that allowed a Catholic publication to use the word “Allah” for God in its 
Malay-language newspaper, Malaysian chief judge Mohamed Apandi Ali reversed the previous ruling 
and stated that only followers of Islam could refer to God as Allah. 


What Else Would You Expect From a Harvard Professor? monet, ’ 
“Weighed against the political, social and economic risks of contin- 
ued slow growth after a once-in-a-century financial crisis, a sustained 
burst of moderate inflation is not something to worry about.” 
Harvard University economist Kenneth S. Rogoff, a member of 
the Council on Foreign Relations, obviously relies on public ig- 
norance of the fact that inflation helped to bring on the crisis he 
noted. The process of inflating the currency remains a clever form 
of stealing the wealth of the people and will always bring about 
additional harm. @ 


Kenneth S. f 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS Rogoff 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


STORY Broce 


In this game of political “chicken,” not only did the Republicans scare first, they 
capitulated completely, though most of the facts were on their side. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


he 16-day partial shutdown of the 
federal government ended with a 


complete Republican capitula- 


tion on both the budget and the national 


10 


debt limit. The resulting bill funded the 
budget at 2013 levels through January 
15 without any cuts in unconstitutional 
social programs. It also allowed Presi- 
dent Obama to borrow unlimited sums 
— temporarily abolishing the national 


debt limit — until February 7 through 
the Default Prevention Act of 2013 pro- 
vision of the bill. 

On October 16, the House of Repre- 
sentatives voted 285-144 (and the Senate 
81-18) to continue the deficit status quo, 
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while making the U.S. debt limit official- 
ly infinity. “We fought the good fight,” 
House Speaker John Boehner of Ohio 
claimed in a press conference after the 
House Republican leadership capitulated. 
“We just didn’t win.” All of the dissenters 
were Republicans in both houses, though 
the GOP leadership in both houses voted 
for the cave-in. 

Congressman Thomas Massie (R-Ky.), 
who was elected with Tea Party support 
in 2012 and was among the majority of 
House Republicans opposing the bill, 
accurately summarized the bill by say- 
ing it “will increase our nation’s debt 
limit by hundreds of billions of dollars 
while simultaneously refusing to make a 
single cut or reform to address our na- 
tion’s spending problem.” Ironically, the 
U.S. government did run a small budget 
surplus during the shutdown, though it 
didn’t take even 24 hours afterward for 
Massie’s prediction to come true. 

The day after Congress officially in- 
creased the debt limit to infinity, October 
17, the Obama administration added more 
than $300 billion to the national debt. The 
Washington Times explained that “the 
Treasury Department borrowed $400 bil- 
lion from other funds beginning in May, 
awaiting a final deal from Congress and 
Mr. Obama.” 

While U.S. credit agency Fitch threat- 
ened to downgrade the credit rating of 
the U.S. government from its AAA rat- 
ing during the shutdown, one had to go 
abroad for a more sober reflection of the 
real status of U.S. federal government 
credit. Fitch threatened to downgrade 
the U.S. government from its high- 
est rating because “the U.S. authorities 
have not raised the federal debt ceiling 
in a timely manner before the Treasury 
exhausts extraordinary measures.” The 
Chinese ratings agency Dagong actually 
reduced the U.S. government’s credit for 
reasons more serious than the fact that 
Congress didn’t automatically raise the 
national credit limit. Dagong reduced the 
U.S. government’s credit rating from A 
to A- because “the fundamental situation 
that the debt growth rate significantly 
outpaces that of fiscal income and gross 
domestic product remains unchanged.” 
The common-sense view of Dagong was 
echoed on the other side of the political 
spectrum by Rep. Massie, who noted in 
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Sellout of budgeting process: The spending vote cave-in by Republicans was also about 
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capitulating on the budgeting process. Traditionally, spending has been passed through a dozen 
appropriations bills, but Obama and Reid demanded a budget in a single omnibus “CR” that gives 
congressmen a “choice” between another shutdown and a lavishly funded welfare state. 


a Facebook post, “The only sustainable 
way to avoid a debt crisis is to balance 
the federal budget.” 

Indeed, the U.S. government is expected 
to run at least a $560 billion deficit in the 
current fiscal year, 2014, adding that figure 
to the national debt even with unrealistical- 
ly optimistic economic growth projections 
of a three-percent increase in real GDP. 
And while both the Congressional Budget 
Office and the White House Office of Man- 
agement and Budget project that the U.S. 
annual deficit will sink to a “sustainable” 
level (i.e., below the inflation-adjusted 
GDP increase of the economy), these pro- 
jections are based upon economic growth 
of three percent or better over three years 
and the continuance of historically low 
borrowing levels for federal debt. Neither 
is likely to occur, and even a one- 
percent increase of interest rates 
in federal debt would increase the 
deficit by more than $200 billion. 


Congressional Republicans — in- 
spired by Texas Senator Ted Cruz 
— made defunding ObamaCare 
the focus of the budget battle, and 


insisted that the debt limit only be raised 
with major reductions in social welfare 
spending. From the outset the White House 
staked out a hardline position. “I will not 
negotiate,” President Obama claimed in a 
White House address on October 1, and 
Obama didn’t. As Obama refused to ne- 
gotiate a de facto repeal of his signature 
legislation, the so-called Affordable Care 
Act known as “ObamaCare,” middle- 
class Americans experienced both sticker 
shock on rising healthcare premiums and 
a technological log-jam at the ObamaCare 
website where they were required to regis- 
ter beginning the same day the shutdown 
began. 

President Obama insisted the shutdown 
would not be able to defund the crown- 
ing achievement of his presidency, and 


The day after Congress officially 
increased the debt limit to 


infinity, October 17, the Obama 
administration added more than $300 
billion to the national debt. 
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Lightning rod: Texas Senator Ted Cruz became the face of opposition to ObamaCare during the 
shutdown and debt-limit debate. The Texas Republican came to be adored by Tea Party leaders 
and labeled a “terrorist” by President Obama and others whose test of patriotism was willingness 
to vote to lift the national credit card limit to infinity. 


noted that the October registration dead- 
line proceeded regardless of congressional 
appropriations. Indeed, the vast majority 
of the Affordable Care Act is considered 
“mandatory” spending, which does not 
require annual appropriations from Con- 
gress. While Congress can stop military 
spending and about one-third of all federal 
spending by doing nothing and passing no 
new funding, Congress has set some two- 
thirds of federal spending on autopilot. An 
affirmative law passed by both houses of 
Congress and signed by the president is 
required to stop the “mandatory” spending 
put on autopilot. 

Perhaps 98 percent of ObamaCare fund- 
ing has been set on this virtual spending 
autopilot, and only about one-and-a-half 
billion dollars in annual appropriations 
for “administrative costs” are needed 
from Congress in 2014. But even some 
of these administrative costs can be trans- 
ferred from other mandatory accounts, the 
Congressional Research Service found in 
a September 17 report, making it unlikely 
that Republicans would be able to stop 
the program by refusing to appropriate 
new funds. At best, a denial of new ap- 
propriations to the IRS and other agencies 
administrating ObamaCare would make 
the program unmanageable. 

The insistence that Republicans defund 
ObamaCare rallied the Tea Party and other 
grassroots conservatives, but other knowl- 
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edgeable constitutionalists criticized the 
tactic as ill-advised. Free market econo- 
mist and former U.S. Senate candidate 
Peter Schiff told the Daily Caller after 
the Republicans relented, “Even though 
Obama said, ‘It’s my way or default,’ it 
was still the Republicans’ fault. They lost 
the PR campaign. It shouldn’t have been 
about Obamacare.” 

Because 98 percent of ObamaCare was 
on financial autopilot, House Republican 
leaders decided to tack a defunding pro- 
vision on to the 2014 omnibus appropri- 
ations bill that would fund most of the 
federal government. Senate Democrats 
balked, returning the House bill without 
the provision stripping ObamaCare of 
funding. The Obama White House and 
Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D- 
Nev.) demanded the House pass a “clean 
CR,” meaning an appropriations spend- 
ing bill that made no changes in so-called 
mandatory programs. The 16-day shut- 
down impasse ensued, and leftist media 
sources trumpeted a doubtful $24 billion 
economic cost of the shutdown. But the 
shutdown will eventually cost taxpayers 
billions of dollars. Taxpayers can expect 
that the once-furloughed federal employ- 
ees will be paid overtime (or temporary 
workers will be hired) to complete the 
work that they did not do while on — 
what turned out to be — a 16-day paid 
vacation. 


AP Images 


J tion | 
Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) blamed the 
onset of the shutdown on the breakdown 
of the regular budgeting process as prac- 
ticed for generations. “The government 
shutdown occurred because Senate Major- 
ity Leader Harry Reid allows the Senate to 
lurch from deadline to deadline without 
passing a single appropriations bill. Had 
he done his job and passed each of the 12 
appropriations bills, the government could 
have stayed open. Opening government 
has not resolved the big picture — a debt 
problem so large that it dwarfs all dead- 
lines and threatens the very fabric of the 
nation. What remains is an unsustainable 
debt, precisely the problem that motivated 
me to run for office.” 

The Senate indeed hadn’t passed a sin- 
gle of the 12 appropriations bills for fiscal 
2014 (which began October 1), and the Re- 
publican House had passed only four of the 
12. Congress had funded the government 
in a dozen or more pieces of appropriations 
bills for generations, and it is still part of the 
official rules of both the House and Senate 
to do so. But because of a breakdown in 
congressional negotiations, in the past four 
or five years, much of the government has 
been funded by rolling most of the 12 regu- 
lar bills into a single omnibus “continuing 
resolution” with all of the appropriations 
for the fiscal year. 

The omnibus “CR,” as it has been 
called, was traditionally a sign of the fail- 
ure of the budgeting process. This year 
during the crisis, President Obama insist- 
ed it was the only way to pass a budget, 
and threatened to veto attempts by House 
Republicans to pass the budget “piece- 
meal,” as the rules of Congress require. 
In essence, the White House insisted that 
the dysfunction in the budgeting system 
was the only proper function of the sys- 
tem. Yes, Washington has become that 
divorced from reality. 

House Republicans responded to the 
Democratic blockage of their budget pro- 
posal by passing spending bills to open 
individual parts of the federal govern- 
ment, none of which contained the cut in 
ObamaCare spending. But Senate Demo- 
crats refused to pass any of them, except 
a provision to pay uniformed members of 
the armed forces. Ironically, during the 
standoff Senate Democrats voted against 
spending that they agreed with, demand- 
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ing that the government not be funded 
by passing separate spending bills for 
various programs — but be funded the 
way the White House demanded — by 
passing one gargantuan omnibus bill in- 
cluding all of the spending the president 
wanted including ObamaCare. Put sim- 
ply, a complete capitulation on spend- 
ing was not enough for Senate Demo- 
crats; they required a capitulation on the 
budgeting process as well. Eventually 
House Republicans relented both on the 
substance and on the budgetary process, 
handing Obama all the spending he 
wanted and in the package he demanded 
(a single omnibus continuing resolution 
appropriations bill). 

The complete cave-in of Republicans 
on both substance and form is perhaps a 
preview of how the conflict will play out 
when Congress takes up both the budget 
and debt limit again in January. That is, 
Congress may once again be expected 
to pass a single “CR” funding the entire 
government — or be blamed once again 
for shutting down the government should 
they dare reject this fund-everything-or- 
nothing budgetary “process.” 

Obama did compromise in one way. 
Despite his insistence that he would only 
sign a “clean CR,” the bill he signed was 
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not even close to a “clean 
CR.” It raised the debt limit 
as well as funded the budget, 
which alone made it not a 
“clean CR,” and it included 
unauthorized pork for both 
Republicans and Demo- 
crats. Specifically, it includ- 
ed a $2.1 billion increase 
in spending for a dam on 
the Ohio River (which runs 
along Senate Minority Lead- 
er Mitch McConnell’s home 
state of Kentucky), and a $174,000 gratu- 
ity to the widow of the recently deceased 
Democratic Senator Frank Lautenberg of 
New Jersey (who was one of the wealthi- 
est members of Congress, with an esti- 
mated personal wealth of more than $50 
million). These pork-barrel projects were 
not “the law of the land,” to use the ar- 
gument Senate Democrats employed to 
demand funding for ObamaCare, but the 
bill funded the pork anyway. In addi- 
tion, the final bill contained a provision 
that required the White House to certify 
that applicants for insurance from the 
high-risk pool in ObamaCare be quali- 
fied to receive the subsidies. Obama’s 
spokesmen told the press after the bill 
was signed into law that the sop thrown 


The U.S. government ran a small surplus 
during the shutdown. In other words, it 
should not have been accumulating more 


debt during those two-and-a-half weeks. 
Yet President Obama never changed his 

much-publicized October 17 deadline for 
the supposed “default.” 


to Republicans was a meaningless pro- 
vision that would have no impact on the 
implementation of ObamaCare. 

The White House claimed that Obama- 
Care and other programs could not be de- 
funded because they were created by acts of 
Congress, which was then obligated to pro- 
vide the funding. However, under our sys- 
tem of government, Congress can change 
what previous Congresses have done. In- 


“| won’t negotiate”: The Obama-Reid line 
throughout the crisis was not to negotiate 
any spending cuts. They insisted on funding 
everything at fiscal 2013 levels or face a 
presidential veto. But the House Republicans 
could have simply passed bills with cuts and 
withstood the Obama-Reid shakedown. 
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Fist-pumping sellout: House Speaker John Boehner appeared to be holding strong against the 
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Reid-Obama shutdown for 16 days. But on October 16, the House Republican leader pumped 
his fist in victory as he voted to give President Obama and Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid 


everything they had demanded. 


deed, Congress defunds programs with ap- 
propriations bills all the time. The principle 
that all programs set up under previous law 
need to be fully funded by appropriations 
was a newfound principle for Washington 
Democrats. Obama himself threatened to 
veto a defense spending bill in 2011 if it 
fully funded the F-35 Joint Strike Fighter. 


. q 
During the shutdown, Democrats argued 
that ObamaCare was “the law of the land” 
because the Supreme Court had pro- 
nounced it constitutional. And while it is 
true that a bare 5-4 majority of the court 
said ObamaCare was constitutional as a 
tax — though unconstitutional as health- 
care policy — this should be small comfort 
to Democrats. The Supreme Court also 
proclaimed putting innocent Japanese- 
Americans in concentration camps (Ko- 
rematsu v. U.S., 1942) and separate-but- 
equal (Plessy vy. Ferguson, 1896) as the 
law of the land. No honest person could 
claim that mandating health insurance pur- 
chases was among the enumerated powers 
of Congress under the U.S. Constitution. 

The White House also made the phony 
claim during the crisis that the debt limit 
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had never had any conditions attached 
to it before the 2011 budget negotia- 
tions that set up the sequester. The claim, 
which became a Democratic Party talking 
point, was patently false. And Fox News 
Sunday host Chris Wallace took Treasury 
Secretary Jack Lew to the woodshed for 
Obama’s claim that “you have never seen 
in the history of the United States the debt 
ceiling or the threat of not raising the debt 
ceiling being used to extort a president ora 
governing party and trying to force issues 
that have nothing to do with the budget and 
have nothing to do with the debt.” Wallace 
told Lew on his October 6 program: 


But, Mr. Secretary, that is just not 
true. Congress has voted to raise the 
debt ceiling 53 times since 1978. 
More than half — 27 times — it’s 
been linked to something 

else. And among 
those items it’s 
been linked to: 
campaign finance 
reform, school 
prayer and bus- 
ing and a nuclear 
freeze. 


Ay 


Amel wwull 


SHUTDUWN 


What’s unprecedented is not Con- 
gress tying strings. What’s unprec- 
edented is the president refusing to 
negotiate. 


The much-ballyhooed October 17 dead- 
line was likely the product of politics as 
well, as the “facts” about America’s fi- 
nances were worse than shaky. The lat- 
est Congressional Budget Office estimate 
of the federal deficit for fiscal 2014 was 
$560 billion, but the 17-percent spend- 
ing reduction, as a result of the shutdown, 
was more than $600 billion. Therefore, 
the U.S. government ran a small surplus 
during the shutdown. In other words, it 
should not have been accumulating more 
debt during those two-and-a-half weeks. 
Yet President Obama never changed his 
much-publicized October 17 deadline for 
the supposed “default.” If federal spend- 
ing was in surplus, the U.S. government 
would have been paying down the debt 
during the shutdown, and an increase in 
the debt limit should have been unneces- 
sary as long as the partial shutdown was 
in place. 

In the end, the shutdown may have been 
short enough that the mainstream media 
lies that the “Tea Party shut down the gov- 
ernment” were not dispelled by the truth. 
But the rise in Tea Party activism during 
the crisis means the movement was re- 
invigorated by the exercise, and despite 
a media barrage against the Tea Party 
movement, many expect a more spirited 
constitutionalist movement over the next 
couple years. 

President Obama said in an October 17 
Press Conference after Republicans gave 
him what he wanted, “There’s been a lot 
of discussion lately of the politics of this 
shutdown. But the truth is, there were no 
winners in this.” But the White House 
wins if in the future Congress becomes 
a mere rubber stamp for administration 
budgets — having to either vote for the 
entire budget up or down, or be blamed 
for shutdowns. 
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The Obama administration, apparently worried that Americans 
would not notice a “government shutdown,” lashed out via its 
agencies to disrupt as many people as possible. 


by Alex Newman 


(™ hortly before the wildly over-hyped 

partial “shutdown” began, a barely 
\_J noticed Rasmussen poll of 1,000 
likely voters across America revealed 
something explosive: A majority of re- 
spondents, 51 percent, supported shut- 
ting down the federal government to cut 
funding for ObamaCare and slash overall 
spending. 

Obama and other Big Government ad- 
vocates could not afford to let that sen- 
timent spread. At the same time, other 
surveys, even among reliably pro-Obama 
media outlets, were consistently showing 
that the majority’s public opposition to the 
“Affordable Care Act” had reached record 
levels and was still surging. 

If Americans’ representatives in Con- 
gress were going to be successfully rail- 
roaded into funding ObamaCare, the phony 
shutdown would have to at least seem pain- 
ful. Obama’s political machine and the 
establishment realized that fact early on. 
Even before some 17 percent of the federal 
government went on a paid vacation, “Or- 
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ganizing for Action,” the president’s per- 
sonal AstroTurf group, sent out an e-mail 
saying that Republicans must feel “the pain 
of public pressure to knock it off.” 

Once the drama officially began on 
October 1, some commentators actu- 
ally began touting the virtues of shutting 
down “non-essential” government. Others 
wondered why increasingly squeezed tax- 
payers should be funding “non-essential” 
bureaucrats in the first place. 

Most Americans — despite the admin- 
istration’s best efforts — probably would 
have not even noticed the “shutdown” were 
it not for 24/7 hysterical “news” stories dra- 
matizing the temporary respite from barely 
a fifth of leviathan’s bureaucracy. Some- 
thing had to be done. The alternative — a 
potential stake in the heart of ObamaCare 
or at least a delay, and a public realization 
that much of what D.C. does is beyond use- 
less (in addition to unconstitutional) — was 
simply not acceptable. 

The White House and various establish- 
ment media outlets sprang into action like a 
desperate public relations team. They began 
asking Americans to submit sad shutdown 


The big picture: As part of the scheme 
to make the partial “shutdown” 

as painful as possible, the Obama 
administration tried to close off parts 
of the ocean and other federally 
controlled areas. 


stories for propaganda purposes. “How has 
the government shutdown affected you?” 
asked Obama’s “director of digital strat- 
egy” on the White House blog, apparently 
an “essential” part of government. CNN, 
meanwhile, as just one example, asked 
readers at the top of articles: “Are you af- 
fected by the shutdown?... Send it to iRe- 
port and be part of CNN’s coverage.” 


aking It Hurt 

Even though shutting down bits of the 
government would be an improvement 
over the status quo for most Americans, 
the public had to at least be made to think 
that the sky was falling. And so, as part 
of what critics called a presidential “tem- 
per tantrum” aimed at extorting taxpayer 
money for ObamaCare, the administration 
got to work trying to make the “shutdown” 
feel as painful as possible. 

Perhaps the most revealing look at 
what was truly going on came from a Park 
Service ranger quoted in the Washington 
Times. “We’ve been told to make life as 
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A Park Service ranger quoted in the 
Washington Times said, “We’ve been told 


to make life as difficult for people as we 


can. It’s disgusting.” 


difficult for people as we can. It’s disgust- 
ing,” the federal employee said, suggesting 
that bureaucrats had actually been ordered 
to deliberately annoy the American people. 
“Tt’s a cheap way to deal with the situation.” 

The park ranger’s comments quickly 
made headlines — especially in the in- 
creasingly influential world of conserva- 
tive and alternative media. However, he 
was hardly alone. In fact, according to 
numerous other sources and news reports, 
the administration was actually going out 
of its way and wasting additional taxpayer 
money to make federal authorities even 
more of a nuisance than usual. 

Of course, U.S. taxpayer dollars con- 
tinued flowing to foreign lands and innu- 
merable other unconstitutional schemes 
that were arbitrarily deemed “essential.” 
Under the almost ludicrous justification 
that showering taxpayer funds on foreign 
governments is a “national security” issue, 
foreign aid schemes were apparently oper- 
ating at full speed. 


Because of the 


Americans, however, got 
the short end of the stick. 
It was not that the money 
had dried up. No. Based on 
countless news reports, it 
was becoming clear that extra 
taxpayer money was being 
squandered specifically to 
cause as much pain as pos- 
sible. Consider, for example, the absurd 
scheme to shut down the open-air World 
War II memorial in Washington, D.C., by 
paying government workers to erect bar- 
riers — “Barrycades,” as they were called 
to ridicule Barack “Barry Soetoro” Obama 
— around the normally unmanned monu- 
ment that was paid for overwhelmingly 
with private donations. 

In Florida, the National Park Service 
(NPS) actually tried to close down large 
swaths of ocean. Boat captains were in- 
formed that rangers would be policing 
the area in a ham-handed attempt to close 
down 1,100 square miles in the Florida 
Bay and Biscayne National Park until the 
shutdown ended. Analysts said it would 
almost certainly cost more to shut the 
area than is normally spent. Even homes 
and private businesses located on federal 
lands that do not cost the government any 
money were declared off limits during the 
shutdown — again costing taxpayers more 
money than simply leaving them alone. 
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Federal Government SHUTDOWN, 
‘ All National Parks 


Are CLOSED 
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Defying a government that oppresses: So-called shutdown rebels, mostly elderly veterans in 


this photo, defy the Obama administration and its signs by visiting the open-air World War II 


memorial anyway. 
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One of the stories that has attracted 
media attention is about an elderly couple 
— 77-year-old Joyce Spencer and her hus- 
band, Ralph, 80 — who own a lakeside 
cabin near Las Vegas. Despite owning the 
home since the 1970s, they were ordered 
to leave by federal agents. “Unfortunately 
overnight stays are not permitted until a 
budget is passed and the park can reopen,” 
park officials told KTNV in a statement. 
Another local resident noted that they 
were not ordered to leave during the last 
shutdown, confirming that the adminis- 
tration was going out of its way — and 
squandering additional taxpayer resources 
— to make Americans suffer. In all, some 
60 families in the area were reportedly 
kicked out. 

Meanwhile, businesses and non-profits 
were in the cross hairs, too. In Philadel- 
phia, City Tavern, which opened in 1773 
and once served America’s Founding 
Fathers, was also ordered shut because 
it is inside the Independence National 
Historical Park. The situation was simi- 
lar in Virginia, where federal bureaucrats 
forced the non-profit Claude Moore Co- 
lonial Farm to shut down — despite the 
fact that it has paid its own way without 
taxpayer funds for more than three dec- 
ades. “You do have to wonder about the 
wisdom of an organization that would use 
staff they don’t have the money to pay to 
evict visitors from a park site that oper- 
ates without costing them any money,” 
Managing Director Anna Eberly was 
quoted as saying. According to figures 
cited by the Daily Caller, the decision 
to deploy federal agents to block off pri- 
vate businesses was costing the tourism 
industry more than $75 million per day. 

Of course, federal bureaucracies such 
as NPS have engaged in similar shenani- 
gans before. Bush-era Interior Secretary 
Gale Norton noted that many of the clo- 
sures were probably politically motivated 
— and the orders likely came from the 
top, in cooperation with the White House. 

“The National Park Service has a long 
history of dramatizing budget issues by 
inconveniencing the public,” Norton was 
quoted as saying. “They often choose the 
most dramatic type of action in order to 
get their message across.... Given the fact 
that they have closed so much, and acted 
so broadly, I imagine that decision was 
made at the highest levels of park service 
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leadership, in cooperation with depart- 
ment leadership and the White House.” 
However, the closing of the memorials 
— even going so far as to refuse private 
donations to keep them open — was un- 
precedented, according to news reports. 


lefiance and Back 

Despite deceptive efforts to make it a 
“painful” “Tea Party” shutdown, the pub- 
lic backlash and outrage against the ad- 
ministration’s antics was growing. An AP 
poll showed Obama’s approval rating at a 
record low of 37 percent. Thanks to fierce 
public resistance, meanwhile, some of the 
shutdown spectacles ended up backfiring 
spectacularly when the public found out. 
As bureaucrats kept pushing, some Amer- 
icans even began fighting back. ABC 
News labeled them “shut-down rebels.” 

The effort to close off the WWII me- 
morial to elderly veterans may have been 
the most visible example. Even members 
of Congress who were at the memorial to 
greet veterans decided to help them defy 
the administration’s scheming, simply 
moving the “Barrycades” to let the vets 
in. The park police, out of respect for vet- 
erans, refused to intervene. 

Closing the monuments became an even 
bigger scandal after a pro-illegal immi- 
grant rally was allowed to proceed on the 
National Mall amid the shutdown. 

Inspired by the nonagenarian vets, in- 
creasing numbers of citizens began stand- 
ing up to the bullying and extortion tac- 
tics. In North Carolina, for instance, park 
officials ordered Bruce O’Connell to shut 
down his inn and restaurant because they 
sit on taxpayer-owned land, making many 
of his employees jobless and homeless at 
the same time. At first, O’Connell com- 
plied with the orders. 

But then, outraged, he changed his mind 
and decided to open up for business in 
defiance of the administration’s decrees. 
“[’d just reached my breaking point,” he 
explained, adding that his business would 
have paid $30,000 to the federal govern- 
ment for October — if it had been allowed 
to remain open. 

Federal bureaucrats were not pleased 
with the resistance, so they sent a swarm of 
armed functionaries to terrorize O’ Connell 
and his elderly mother into submission. 
Exasperated, there was nothing left for the 
productive business owners to do but com- 
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On the scent of something rancid: Top Republican lawmakers on two committees launched 
congressional investigations of the administration’s shutdown shenanigans, blasting efforts by 
the National Park Service to annoy the public by needlessly closing parks. 


ply. However, in another act of defiance, 
O’Connell posted a message on Facebook 
letting the world know what was going on. 

“We have ceased operations. I am furious 
all over again,” O’Connell wrote. “Rangers 
are guarding our parking lot 24/7 keeping 
visitors out. It is downright scary. What 
the heck is going on and how are we all al- 
lowing it? I call for action now. Enough is 
enough.” Supporters from around the world 
were sending e-mails urging him to “fight 
tyranny,” he told ABC. 

In some areas, even state officials stood 
up to the “shutdown” shenanigans. In 
Wisconsin, for example, the federal gov- 
ernment reportedly tried to order state of- 
ficials to shut down parks, too. They re- 
fused, noting that most of the funds for the 
parks came from state taxpayers anyway. 
The Wisconsin Department of Natural Re- 
sources, citing a decades-old agreement 
with D.C., also reportedly removed bar- 
ricades from a popular boat launching spot 
on federal lands, drawing applause from 
citizens and commentators. 

In Congress, some Republicans got 
involved in exposing the antics as well. 
In a letter to the NPS from House Over- 
sight Committee Chair Rep. Darrell Issa 
(R-Calif.) and Government Operations 
Subcommittee Chair John Mica (R-Fla.), 
the two lawmakers demanded to know 
why the WWII memorial and other monu- 
ments were needlessly barricaded during 
the partial shutdown — apparently at an 
additional cost to taxpayers. 

“The Committee is concerned with 
NPS’s allocation of resources during this 
time of lapsed funding. Our concerns are 


heightened due to NPS’s suspicious deci- 
sions during the lead-up to the sequester,” 
the Republicans explained, saying NPS 
superiors sought “more visible and disrup- 
tive” cuts. “This past spring the Committee 
uncovered evidence that NPS’s budgetary 
decisions were designed to intentionally 
cause the most disruption to the public in 
a time of reduced funding.” 

GOP leaders on the House Natural 
Resources Committee also got involved, 
vowing to investigate as part of a “widen- 
ing probe into the National Park Service’s 
response to the partial government suspen- 
sion.” “Many of these non-federally fund- 
ed sites exist throughout the United States 
and operate with no staff or resources from 
the National Park Service,” Republican 
members said in a statement. “This is yet 
another example of the Obama administra- 
tion attempting to make the government 
shutdown as painful as possible and forc- 
ing closures of private and nonprofit oper- 
ators that did not happen during previous 
government shutdowns.” 

At the hearings in mid-October prob- 
ing the cost of the antics, lawmakers lam- 
basted NPS boss Jonathan Jarvis. “The 
policies have been arbitrary, inconsistent, 
and ever-changing,” complained Rep. 
Doc Hastings (R-Wash.), chairman of 
the House Natural Resources Committee, 
adding that the bureaucracy was trying to 
make the partial shutdown “as painful and 
as visible as possible.” After the hearings, 
Rep. Issa even called for Jarvis to step 
down. “Yes, I believe he should resign,” 
Issa told Politico, saying “he no longer 
serves the public in their interest.” 
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In Virginia, federal bureaucrats forced the 
non-profit Claude Moore Colonial Farm to 


shut down — despite the fact that it has 
paid its own way without taxpayer funds 


for more than three decades. 


Two weeks into the “shutdown,” with con- 
servative Republicans still holding firm and 
citizens beginning to see through the cha- 
rade, discussion of more drastic measures 
began to trickle out slowly in the press. The 
Obama administration’s Department of Ag- 
riculture (USDA) sent a letter to states that 
was widely understood to be asking states 
to cut off food stamps for Americans by 
November 1, pending further notice. 
Closing monuments to vets, evicting 
home and business owners, shutting down 
parts of the ocean, and other ploys was bad 
enough. Suddenly cutting off the food- 
stamp Supplemental Nutrition Assistance 
Program (SNAP) that some 50 million 
people have come to depend on, though, 
would have taken the obscene antics to a 
new level — especially doing it with no 
warning while the overwhelming major- 


DIRECTOR 
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ity of the federal government 
was squandering money as 
usual. But that is what appears 
to have been planned. 

The letter from USDA Food 
and Nutrition Service (FNS) 
boss Audrey Rowe to SNAP 
state agency directors suggest- 
ed food stamps would be cut 
off by November, and when 
asked for comment by THE NEW AMERICAN, 
the USDA responded with largely undeci- 
pherable bureaucratic language indicating 
it had not yet ordered states to withhold 
November benefits. It did not respond to 
requests for clarification. However, state 
officials confirmed the developments, and 
the USDA letter to states is widely avail- 
able online. 

“FNS understands that States are con- 
cerned about future operations stemming 
from the continuing lapse in Federal fund- 
ing,” explained the document. “According 
to the information we have received, sev- 
eral States provide next month’s issuance 
files as early as the 15th of the month. 
With that in mind ... we are directing 
States to hold their November issuance 
files and delay transmission to State elec- 
tronic benefit transfer (EBT) vendors until 
further notice.” 


Park pain: National Park Service boss Jonathan Jarvis came under special scrutiny in 
congressional investigations for gimmicks during the shutdown and sequester, with Rep. Darrell 


Issa Calling on him to step down. 
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The Special Supplemental Nutrition 
Program for Women, Infants, and Chil- 
dren, or WIC, which provides assistance 
to poor women and children, was also 
among the programs apparently set to be 
cut off unless and until House Republi- 
cans agreed to all of Obama’s demands. 
“Should a lapse extend through late Octo- 
ber, federal WIC funding may not be suf- 
ficient to cover benefits,” explained the 
USDA’s official “shutdown” plan. 

State officials quoted in media ac- 
counts confirmed that the two unconsti- 
tutional federal welfare schemes were in 
the cross hairs. “The biggest programs 
affected by the shutdown will be food 
stamps, the Women, Infants and Children 
feeding program (WIC), the Temporary 
Assistance to Needy Families (TANF) 
cash assistance program and the school 
lunch program,” said State Budget Di- 
rector John Nixon in Michigan, where 
some 200,000 women and children ob- 
tain WIC benefits. In Utah, state officials 
also confirmed that the food stamp pro- 
gram “is scheduled to run out at the end 
of the month.” 

Some charities were preparing to deal 
with the surge in demand from needy 
families. However, with just two weeks’ 
notice, it would have been hard to make 
up for the shortfall. That led more than a 
few analysts and commentators to express 
alarm about the repercussions. Several 
prominent voices even speculated about 
the prospect of riots, looting, mass chaos, 
and even martial law. 

Such government welfare programs 
should eventually be phased out and re- 
placed with private charity, preferably, or 
state-level initiatives if citizens believe 
government intervention must continue. 
However, to threaten cutting them off 
completely and without warning after de- 
liberately creating a massive class of de- 
pendent citizens and attacking the econo- 
my was almost certainly a ploy to terrorize 
Americans into submission. 

In the end, Republicans caved, so how 
far the administration and the establish- 
ment would have gone to get their way 
remains a mystery. However, with the 
national debt at $17 trillion and climbing, 
there can be little doubt that without seri- 
ous changes, the looming train wreck will 
make shuttered monuments seem like a 
walk in the park. 
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Anyone who believed at the beginning of the last government shutdown that Republicans 
were going to stand on principle to the bitter end hasn't been paying attention. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ith the recent partial govern- 
ment shutdown now behind us, 
the jubilant mainstream media 


and triumphalist Democrats are declaring 
total victory for the Obama administra- 
tion, the new regime of quasi-socialized 
medicine known as ObamaCare, and the 
cause of Big Government generally. In- 
deed, as they always have in the past, the 
Republican leadership — at least, those 
who currently enjoy the perks of senior- 
ity in the House and Senate — caved 
ignominiously and unconditionally to 
their Democratic adversaries, in this case 
Barack Obama and his Senate attack dog, 
Harry Reid. Post-shutdown Republican 
establishment rhetoric positively reeks 
of embarrassment at the cadre of Young 
Turks who, for a few glorious days at 
least, appeared to have wrested the reins of 
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leadership from a GOP establishment that 
never met a Big Government initiative or a 
debt limit increase that they could not find 
a way to accommodate. But in the end, the 
establishment got its way, and Washing- 
ton is already joyously adding hundreds 
of billions of dollars to the national debt, 
even as ObamaCare sets about destroying 
America’s once-free healthcare system. 
Still, those who — such as Senators 
Ted Cruz, Mike Lee, and Rand Paul — 
opposed ObamaCare in principle and 
refused to authorize another debt-ceiling 
hike can take some comfort that stand- 
ing for principle even in the face of steep 
odds has proven instructive, and may yield 
a harvest in lower spending and limited 
government somewhere down the road. 
The lessons learned and re-learned dur- 
ing episodes such as the latest shutdown 
may someday prompt more than a small 
minority of patriots to embrace anew the 


program of our Founders, and allow for a 
return to constitutional government. 


Lesson Number One 

The first and most glaring lesson is that 
Washington insiders will stop at nothing 
to prevent government shrinkage. News 
coverage of the shutdown was quite pos- 
sibly the most biased ever seen, with one 
post-shutdown study by Media Research 
Center of the reporting by CBS, ABC, and 
NBC showing not a single story singling 
out the Democrats for blame. Specifically, 
out of 124 total stories covering the event, 
41 blamed Republicans or conservatives, 
17 blamed both parties, and not a single 
one blamed Democrats or liberals. What 
the 20 million viewers of those three net- 
works heard, concluded the MRC, “was 
a version of the shutdown story that 
could easily have emanated from Barack 
Obama’s own White House.” 
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In fact, what viewers of these and every 
other major news outlet — with the ex- 
ception of Fox News — were subjected to 
was the real Washington laid bare, in all its 
raw cynicism, duplicity, and contempt for 
the concerns and well-being of Americans 
outside the Beltway. It was the parasitic 
establishment at its vindictive worst, heap- 
ing calumny and venom on a bold coali- 
tion that dared to threaten its latest, most 
brazen seizure yet of private assets and lib- 
erty, the comically misnamed Affordable 
Care Act. During the impasse, the rhetoric 
among Democrats and in the pro-Beltway 
mainstream media reached a fever pitch, 
with the leaders of the Republican oppo- 
sition likened to jihadists and terrorists, 
and pilloried for their alleged callous and 


News coverage of the shutdown was 
quite possibly the most biased ever seen, 
with one post-shutdown study by Media 


Research Center of the reporting by CBS, 
ABC, and NBC showing not a single story 
singling out the Democrats for blame. 
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irresponsible behavior. Those of us who 
dared to dissent were treated to the sicken- 
ing spectacle, day after day, of the likes of 
Rand Paul and Ted Cruz dragged before 
various inquisitorial media outlets to be 
hounded, hectored, and lectured in front 
of tens of millions by so-called journalists, 
such as CNN’s Candy Crowley and NBC’s 
Savannah Guthrie, who had abandoned 
any pretense of objectivity. And even with 
the resolution of the crisis — temporarily 
— the attacks continue at a withering pace, 
as the establishment continues to try to put 
upstart Tea Partiers in their place. “The 
president won this thing,” exulted CBS’ 
longtime establishment shill Bob Schief- 
fer the day after the deal was cut. Lesson 
One: Washington insiders — politicians, 
lobbyists, bureaucrats, and 
journalists — care not a whit 
for anything but the power 
they have amassed, and will 
stop at nothing to defend it. 
One of the least-remarked 
ironies of the shutdown was 
the notion that, as a Reuters 
story observed on October 
1, the federal government 
had to divide its functions 
and employees between “es- 


Comrades in arms: Senators Rand Paul (left) and Ted Cruz led a high-profile fight to defund 
ObamaCare. In the end, thanks to betrayal by members of their own party, not only was 
ObamaCare not defunded, the debt ceiling was raised and a continuing resolution was passed 
that included billions more in pork than the original measure. 
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sential” and “non-essential,” and had fur- 
loughed or idled the latter. Completely lost 
on the political establishment and on the 
kept media that serves as its mouthpiece 
was the hypocrisy of a government that 
claims to be running out of money and is 
tens of trillions of dollars in the hole al- 
ready — yet was, by its own admission, 
spending billions of dollars on “non- 
essential” activities carried out by “non- 
essential” employees. In the private sec- 
tor, successful firms do not waste time and 
money on non-essential activities and em- 
ployees for very long; cronyism, quid pro 
quo, and bureaucratic creep are pitilessly 
penalized by the free market. But govern- 
ments, it turns out, operate on incentives 
diametrically opposed to those that drive 
the free market. What economist Milton 
Friedman once characterized as a “reverse 
invisible hand” incentivizes government 
to reward the very things that free markets 
select against: profligacy instead of thrift, 
delay and red tape instead of efficiency, 
and indifference rather than a desire to 
serve the consumer. Government tends to 
perceive everything it does, and everyone 
in its employ, as indispensable, which is 
why, during the Great Recession, when the 
private sector was shedding tens of mil- 
lions of jobs, shuttering factories, paying 
down debt, and ramping down production 
and spending, the federal government was 
spending and borrowing more than ever, 
creating vast new bureaucracies, and hir- 
ing thousands of new employees while 
making sure everyone already on the fed- 
eral payroll stayed there. It’s also why, all 
the alarmist rhetoric notwithstanding, the 
recent shutdown was only a partial one, 
amounting to about 15 percent of govern- 
ment functions. In fact, the furlough of 
government employees during that period 
involved no layoffs at all, since they have 
all been awarded back pay for their time 
off. 


vumDe ( 
Lesson Two: The federal government be- 
lieves that everything it does is essential, 
and is incapable of contemplating limits 
on its own power. 

Forgotten or ignored in all the jock- 
eying for political advantage during the 
shutdown was the fact that the Found- 
ers limited the federal government in the 
Constitution to those functions that they 
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Jubilation: Senator Harry Reid, Representative Nancy Pelosi, and various supporters celebrate 
the launching of the Affordable Care Act, aka ObamaCare, on October 1. 


deemed “essential” — that is, those things 
that only a federal government (as op- 
posed to state governments) could prop- 
erly do, such as negotiate treaties with 
foreign powers, declare and conduct war, 
run a postal system, and deal with disputes 
between the states. And, lest there be any 
doubt among their posterity of the lim- 
its imposed on their federal creation, the 
Founders then clarified in the final amend- 
ment of the Bill of Rights — the 10th — 
that powers not expressly delegated by the 
Constitution to the federal government 
were understood to be reserved to the 
states or to the people. The federal govern- 
ment, in other words, was not to exercise 
any powers other than those enumerated in 
the Constitution. 

Those enumerated powers were the “es- 
sential functions” of the federal govern- 
ment, though not necessarily of govern- 
ment in general. The Founders left open 
the possibility that state or local govern- 
ments would choose to discharge func- 
tions above and beyond what the federal 
government was authorized to do. In the 
Founding Era and for generations thereaf- 
ter, most government was, in fact, state or 
local. On the states, the Constitution only 
imposed the condition that they enjoy a 
republican form of government, but the 
latitude inherent in the federal system that 
it created ensured a wide diversity in the 
types of functions and services that state 
and local governments would have the 
power to perform. 
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During the 19th century, for instance, 
many states, following the example of Vir- 
ginia, decided to create state universities 
that had as their core curricula the agricul- 
tural sciences. It was widely believed that 
encouragement of agriculture via teach- 
ing and research was enough of a public 
good to warrant funding at the state level. 
During that same period, local govern- 
ments began setting up schools that were 
publically funded, and by the 1870s, all 
states had at least some publically fund- 
ed elementary schools. Soon thereafter, 
states began passing laws making some 
level of education compulsory, reason- 
ing that it would be in the public good. 
In other words, the providing of schools 
and universities came to be regarded as an 
“essential function” of government — but 
not of the federal government. In point of 
fact, America’s public and private educa- 
tion flourished until well into the 20th cen- 
tury — when the federal government be- 
came involved in education. Now, public 
schools are a disaster, and tuition at colleg- 
es and universities is far beyond what most 
people can afford. And this is because, at 
some juncture, Americans allowed them- 
selves to be persuaded that federal govern- 
ment involvement in public (and private) 
education — dictating and standardizing 
curricula, subsidizing student loans, and 
subsidizing research, among many other 
things — is an “essential function” of the 
federal government. 

The same could be said for much of what 


the federal government is now involved in. 
Nowhere does the Constitution authorize 
federal involvement in education, in health- 
care, in food safety, in environmental regu- 
lations, in the stock markets, in the automo- 
bile industry, in the insurance sector, in the 
creation and maintenance of national parks, 
in the regulation of pharmaceuticals, in the 
legalization (or illegalization) of drugs, in 
the investigation or prosecution of crimes 
other than treason or piracy, in the regula- 
tion of firearms use and ownership, in the 
providing of retirement insurance (Social 
Security), in the stipulation of minimum 
wages, or in any of a host of other things 
now deemed “essential.” 

The federal government, if reduced 
to its constitutionally mandated range of 
functions, would be only a tiny fraction of 
the sprawling, grasping monstrosity that 
now confronts us. Instead of presuming 
to run everything, the federal government 
would focus on doing those 20-odd things 
authorized by the Constitution. It would 
correspondingly cost a fraction of what it 
does now, and would begin, miraculously, 
to live within its means. The fact that none 
of this has happened or is even seriously 
discussed in Washington is a testimony to 
a general disregard for the Constitution 
inside the Beltway. 


Lesson Three: Few people in Washington 
have even a remote idea of what the Con- 
stitution stipulates, and most of those who 
do grasp its limits detest its limitations and 
routinely ignore and even ridicule it. 

It may have come as a shock to some, 
especially to younger, more idealistic con- 
servatives, Republicans, and patriots, but 
much of the strongest opposition to the 
efforts of Cruz, Paul, Lee, and company 
in the Senate and to the cadre of Tea Par- 
tiers in the House came from within the 
Republican Party. Old-guard GOP sena- 
tors such as John McCain and Mitch Mc- 
Connell made little effort to conceal their 
impatience with men they viewed as im- 
pudent upstarts and “wacko birds,” while 
Speaker of the House John Boehner tried 
his best to dissuade and divide those of his 
own party who had dug in their heels. But 
those of us who have been observing poli- 
tics for a while have seen it all before: The 
GOP puts up token resistance, then caves. 
In this latest theater, the “compromise” 
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spending bill not only gave the president 
and Democrats in Congress everything 
they demanded, it added billions in addi- 
tional spending, some of which benefited 
Republicans such as McConnell. 


Lesson Four: Lean not on the broken reed 
of partisan politics, because there is not a 
dime’s worth of difference between Dem- 
ocrats and the GOP, at least at the level of 
power brokering. 

The recent shutdown, involving as it 
did only the token and temporary elimina- 
tion of a tiny part of constitutionally non- 
essential government, was nonetheless a 
welcome development. The very fact that 
Washington has been forced to admit that 
much of what it does is “non-essential” is 
an important wake-up call. 

But the debate, even among leaders 
of the opposition such as Ted Cruz and 
Rand Paul, is still being framed mostly 
in terms of prudent public policy rather 
than constitutionality, which is why most 
extra-constitutional activities of the fed- 
eral government are in no political jeop- 
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Principled stand: Dale Huls, a NASA engineer and Ted Cruz supporter in Houston, Texas, 
found himself furloughed along with tens of thousands of other federal employees during 
the shutdown. Nevertheless, he continued to support Senator Cruz — an attitude all too rare 


among federal employees. 


ardy — yet. We may hope, however, that 
looming future shutdowns and policy de- 
bates — such as the sequester earlier this 
year — will lead to permanent reductions 
in the size and cost of the federal govern- 
ment, and to public awareness that, after 
all, those services were not needed, at 


least at the federal level. Over the lon- 
ger haul, perhaps, government shutdowns 
and cutbacks could become a habit, lead- 
ing, eventually, to a much smaller, con- 
stitutionally limited federal government 
that is more of a blessing for Americans 
than a burden. 
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But there are bigger worries than glitches, as even Sen. 
Harry Reid admits ObamaCare is only a step toward the 
goal of “single-payer” socialized medicine. 


by William F. Jasper 


G | n the first week, first month, 
first three months, I would sus- 
pect that there will be glitches,” 

President Obama told NPR News in an in- 

terview airing on October 1, the kick-off 

date for enrollment in ObamaCare. 
“And,” President Obama continued, 

“I am very confident that despite some 

glitches — right, there may be some web- 

sites that, you know, crashed early, there 
may be some call centers where it’s taken 

a little bit too long — that despite all that, 

the basic prices that are going to be avail- 

able to people and the choices that are 
going to be available to people provide us 
for the first time the possibility, the pros- 
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pect that any American out there who does 
not currently have health insurance can get 
high-quality health insurance.” 

To say that the long-awaited Obama- 
Care rollout has been plagued by glitches 
is a bit like saying Pharaoh had a little 
problem with some flies, frogs, and lo- 
custs. Folks who have tried to enroll at 
Healthcare.gov, the federal government’s 
official ObamaCare portal, have faced a 
daunting gauntlet of glitches, crashes, and 
snafus. Of the 9.47 million people who vis- 
ited Healthcare.gov during its first week of 
operation, only 3.72 million attempted to 
register, only 1.01 million completed regis- 
tration, an even smaller 196,000 began the 
enrollment process, and an almost infini- 
tesimal 36,000 actually completed the en- 
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rollment process, according to an analysis 
of the government’s statistics by Compete. 
com, a consumer/marketing website. That 
means, Compete.com pointed out, that 
99.6 percent of Healthcare.gov visitors 
did not enroll in ObamaCare. Actually, it 
was far worse than that: The 36,000 figure 
that was widely quoted in news stories as 
the number of new enrollees merely refers 
to the number of visitors who completed 
the enrollment process; they are not truly 
enrolled until they pay their first month’s 
premium. Many of them may change their 
minds or may be deemed ineligible for 
ObamaCare subsidies. 

Horror stories abounded concerning at- 
tempts by visitors to navigate the Health- 
care.gov labyrinth, only to be discon- 
nected or experience a system crash after 
having spent considerable time and having 
already divulged much personal and fam- 
ily information, including Social Security 
numbers, home and work addresses, and 
other identifying data. 

Reporting on the rollout debacle’s non- 
stop problems on October 18, the Wall 
Street Journal noted: 


Emerging errors include duplicate 
enrollments, spouses reported as chil- 
dren, missing data fields and suspect 
eligibility determinations, say ex- 
ecutives at more than a dozen health 
plans. Blue Cross & Blue Shield of 
Nebraska said it had to hire tempo- 
rary workers to contact new custom- 
ers directly to resolve inaccuracies 
in submissions. Medical Mutual of 
Ohio said one customer had success- 
fully signed up for three of its plans. 


Tech expert Luke Chung, president and 
founder of FMS, Inc., a software solu- 
tions company with tens of thousands 
of customers in over 100 countries, calls 
Healthcare.gov a “complete software tech- 
nological disaster.” And he claims to be 
a supporter of ObamaCare, who wants 
to see it succeed! On his blog at fmsinc. 
com, Chung records his multiple attempts 
to accomplish the impossible: get a policy 
quote for himself, his spouse, and their 
two kids. He wrote in his initial posting: 


What a Mess! Unfortunately, what 


should be a simple process is a com- 
plete software technology disaster. 
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The logical flow of the application 
to register, login, and fill out the 
data for a family was horrendously 
inefficient. It seemed like the person 
who designed it, had never used it. 
Or maybe didn’t have a family which 
required filling out the same informa- 
tion for each member of the family. 


Should we be surprised that the federal 
government can’t even build a function- 
ing website? What’s surprising is that in- 
telligent people such as Luke Chung can 
still hold out hope that the fedgov folks 
who can’t launch an operational portal 
can somehow manage an actual healthcare 
system that is infinitely more complex. 
Chung describes some of the tortures 
inflicted on ObamaCare “shoppers”: 


Just the initial process of creating a 
login required multiple secret ques- 
tions and other unnecessary data for 
getting a quote. Sure that may be 
necessary for the final accep- 
tance, but it’s a complete waste 
of time and web resources ini- 
tially. The system should ex- 
pedite the process as much as 
possible to get people a quote 
without subsidies, then ask for 
more information to calculate 
the subsidies if desired. Since I 
later discovered it never gener- 
ates a quote, it may not really 
matter anyway. What were the 
designers thinking? 


Chung is persistent; despite mul- 
tiple crashes and “error” mes- 
sages that stymied him, over the 
course of several days he tried re- 
peatedly to get through the appli- 
cation process, to no avail. Your 
correspondent was not nearly so 
tenacious as Chung; after sev- 
eral failed attempts even to get 
the Healthcare.gov webpage to 
open up, I decided to vicariously 
“experience” ObamaCare via the 
vented frustrations of others. A 
key criticism offered by Chung 
— echoed by many — concerns 
ObamaCare’s built-in assumption 
that every visitor will automati- 
cally become a “buyer,” and so 
requires an unnecessary amount 
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of private information before one can even 
look at the insurance options available. 
Chung writes: 


The existing process acts as if a re- 
tail website asked for your credit card 
number before showing what you 
could buy and their prices. Almost all 
sites let you browse without creating 
a user name. Retailers want you to 
see what’s available as quickly and 
easily as possible. People often visit 
multiple times before buying. Only 
after making a purchase decision 
should personal information be col- 
lected to complete the transaction. 


Sebelius: “Give Us Some Slack” 

But, of course, government bureaucrats 
can’t be expected to understand how the 
real market works. That was painfully ob- 
vious when Health and Human Services 
chief Kathleen Sebelius and other senior 
administration officials tried to downplay 


to put forward the administration’s excuses, explanations, and 
promises concerning ObamaCare’s launch fiasco. 


the ObamaCare “glitches” by comparing 
the government’s experience to the prob- 
lems Apple ran into with the latest iPhone 
upgrade. 

“Apple, you know, has a few more re- 
sources than we have to roll out technol- 
ogy, and a few more people who’ve been 
working on the system for a while,” said 
Secretary Sebelius in a press briefing, 
“and no-one is calling on Apple to not sell 
devices for a year or to, you know, get out 
of the business because the whole thing is 
a failure.” 

“Hopefully they’ll give us the same 
slack they give Apple,” the HHS chief 
boss opined. “If there’s not quite the op- 
erational excellence right away, we’ll con- 
tinue to press for that.” 

The Apple-ObamaCare analogy may 
have flown with a few clueless rubes out 
there, but it’s difficult to imagine that many 
would be fooled by the obviously desper- 
ate and threadbare effort. For starters, 
Apple does not hold a gun to our heads and 
force unwilling consumers to buy 
iPhones, iPads, MacBooks, or any 
of its other innovative products. 
People line up — literally — vol- 
untarily to buy what Apple produc- 
es. ObamaCare, on the other hand, 
mandates that everyone join the 
Obama-Reid-Pelosi-Sebelius plan 
(from which Obama, Reid, Pelosi, 
and Sebelius have conveniently 
exempted themselves) under threat 
of punitive fines for failure to do 
so. Yet the administration, which, 
reportedly, is hiring 16,000 IRS 
agents to track you down and pe- 
nalize you for failure to sign up with 
their program, has the effrontery 
to call their coercive new system, 
which forces consumers to buy un- 
wanted, untested, overpriced prod- 
ucts from a limited cartel of provid- 
ers, a “marketplace.” 

The Whitehouse.gov web- 
site features a link that tells us: 
“The Health Insurance Market- 
place Is Open! There’s a new way 
to get affordable health insur- 
ance coverage. View the plans, 
which cover essential benefits, 
pre-existing conditions, and more.” 

However, as we’ ve already seen, 
the ObamaCare “marketplace” isn t 
open in any meaningful sense. 
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“Market Place Is Open”? — Get real! Not only is the ObamaCare Web portal dysfunctional, 
even when it works “customers” can’t truly shop from a wide variety of companies and get 


accurate quotes. 


Secretary Sebelius’ pleading regarding 
the government’s lack of resources is even 
more risible. Yes Apple is cash rich, but it 
still must operate within a budget, while 
also paying taxes and dividends. Mean- 
while, the FedGov “servants” are regularly 
busting annual budgets that top $3.5 tril- 
lion, and have just voted to give President 
Obama unlimited spending authority — an 
tiber-platinum credit card. And, granted, 
Apple has a lot of tech-savvy geeks work- 
ing for it, but puhleez don’t give the tech- 
poor excuse when you’re running Surveil- 
lance Central, with untold “black” budgets 
for foreign and domestic spying and mas- 
sive new “data centers,” such as the NSA’s 
gargantuan $1.5-plus billion facility re- 
cently completed in Utah, that collects and 
stores billions of telephone calls, e-mails, 
text messages, and other personal data. 

Of course, there is an even more sinis- 
ter explanation for the glitchy Healthcare. 
gov website than mere incompetence: The 
administration doesn’t want shoppers to be 
able to see the whopping increases they’ll 
be paying under ObamaCare. (For more on 
the looming sticker shock, read on). 


Unicorns, ObamaCare 

Enrollees, and Other Myths 

Three weeks into the rollout, there were 
still no enrollment numbers available, al- 
though on October 19 the administration 
announced that 476,000 visitors had sub- 
mitted applications to shop for insurance 
plans on the ObamaCare state and fed- 
eral Health Insurance Exchanges (HIXs). 
How many of those shoppers will follow 
through with actual enrollment is anyone’s 
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guess. The administration has said it is not 
giving out initial enrollment numbers until 
November. Not that any numbers it might 
release can be viewed as believable any- 
way, given the history of ObamaCare as a 
rolling fib factory. 

Take the case of Chad Henderson, 
“mythical creature” No. 1, who became 
the face of success for ObamaCare after 
news organizations were beginning to re- 
port the truth about the paucity of Obama- 
Care enrollees. 

During the first few days of the Obama- 
Care signup, media organizations could 
locate neither hide nor hair of the mythical 
enrollees. “The federal government has 
said that somewhere out in this vast coun- 
try of 313 million people, where 48 mil- 
lion lack insurance coverage, someone has 
managed to sign up for health insurance on 
the federally-run marketplaces,” wrote the 
Washington Post's Sarah Kliff on October 
3. “As of yet, we haven’t tracked this per- 
son — or these people — down.” “This 
is not for lack of effort,” Kliff continued. 
“Reporters here at The Washington Post 
and at other publications have been on the 
hunt for this mythical creature.” 

Then Unicorn Henderson came to the 
rescue. No sooner had Kliff lamented the 
lack of a single identified en- 
rollee than — voila! — Chad 
Henderson appeared. The 
“mainstream” media (MSM) 
mavens were instantly twit- 
terpated with the 21-year-old 
college student from Geor- 
gia who had “successfully 
enrolled in coverage on the 


federal marketplace.” For several news 
cycles, Henderson was Exhibit A in story 
after story demonstrating that ObamaCare 
“is working.” 

What the MSM reporters neglected to 
mention was that Henderson — the only 
ObamaCare enrollee that could be found 
— just happened to be not only an Obama 
supporter and a former Obama election 
campaign volunteer, but a paid activist 
for Organizing for Action (OFA), the suc- 
cessor to President Obama’s presidential 
campaign organization, which happens 
to be run by his former White House 
and campaign staffers. Just a wild coin- 
cidence, right? It’s not difficult to figure 
out: The administration, getting ham- 
mered with the stories on the abject failure 
of the launch, told its OFA lackeys to find 
a face to put with a successful ObamaCare 
enrollment fairytale. And (presto!) Hen- 
derson appears. And, naturally, the MSM 
“journalists” fail to detect even the slight- 
est odor of a completely contrived setup. 
So how trustworthy can any statements or 
statistics be coming from a source that will 
stoop to such deceit? 


Warning Signs Ignored 

The writing has been on the wall for a 
long time, and the rollout debacle is just 
the opening act of a prolonged train wreck 
that is going to continue causing devastat- 
ing damage, unless it is repealed. 

There were plenty of indicators that the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act 
(ACA or ObamaCare) launch would be a 
disaster. What one might call a heavy hint 
was dropped back in March, at an insur- 
ance industry conference in Washington, 
by Henry Chao, chief information officer 
at the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services (CMS). “I’m pretty nervous — I 
don’t know about you,” Chao told the in- 
dustry professionals. “Let’s just make sure 
it’s not a third-world experience.” 

In a scathing August 5, 2013 attack on 
the ACA in the Weekly Standard, Michael 


To say that the long-awaited ObamaCare 
rollout has been plagued by glitches is a 


bit like saying Pharaoh had a little problem 
with some flies, frogs, and locusts. 
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Tech expert Luke Chung, president and 
founder of FMS, Inc., a software solutions 


company with tens of thousands of 


customers in over 100 countries, calls 
Healthcare.gov a “complete software 
technological disaster.” And he claims to 
be a supporter of ObamaCare. 


Astrue, who recently resigned as Social 
Security commissioner, accurately pre- 
dicted the outcome of the launch fiasco. 
But it gets much worse than website frus- 
tration and inconvenience. Commissioner 
Astrue warmed: 


A functional and legally compliant 
federal exchange almost certainly will 
not be ready on October | for those 
who will have no choice but to use the 
federal portal. The reasons for failure 
are not short timelines (Congress gave 
HHS more than three years), political 
interference (Congress has not fo- 
cused on ACA systems), or complex- 
ity (states have built well-designed 
exchanges). The reason is plain old 
incompetence and arrogance. 


According to Astrue, the CMS “threw to- 
gether an overly simplistic system with- 
out adequate privacy safeguards.” This 
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is almost certain to “leave 
members of the public open 
to identity theft, lost periods 
of health insurance coverage, 
and exposure of address for 
victims of domestic abuse 
and others.” The beta ver- 
sion of the program “jammed 
through a few months ago 
will,” said the former com- 
missioner, “unless delayed 
and fixed, inflict on the pub- 
lic the most widespread vio- 
lation of the Privacy Act in our history.” 


What’s “Affordable” About It? 

During his 2008 run for the White House, 
candidate Obama pledged to sign a health- 
care law that “will cover every American 
and cut the cost of a typical family’s pre- 
mium by up to $2,500 a year.” And Sep- 
tember 12 of this year marked the fifth 
anniversary of candidate Obama’s no-tax- 
increase vow. “I can make a firm pledge,” 
promised then-Senator Obama. “Under 
my plan, no family making less than 
$250,000 a year will see any form of tax 
increase. Not your income tax, not your 
payroll tax, not your capital gains taxes, 
not any of your taxes.” 

However, Americans for Tax Reform 
(ATR) has published a series of stud- 
ies showing that ObamaCare has already 
kicked in a number of tax increases or new 
taxes, and more are scheduled. In addition 
to upping the Medicare payroll tax and re- 


' Planned to fail: Senate Majority 
Leader Harry Reid, a key author 
of ObamaCare, has publicly 
stated that the current ACA is 
only a step toward the goal of 
“single payer,” “public option” 
socialized medicine. 


ducing the income tax deduction for high 
medical bills (which is, in effect, a tax in- 
crease), there are taxes on medical devices, 
Health Savings Accounts (HSAs), Flexible 
Spending Accounts (FSAs), investment in- 
come, Individual Mandate non-compliance, 
Employer Mandate non-compliance, “Ca- 
dillac” health insurance plans, and more. 

In September, the government’s own 
actuaries at the CMS issued the forecast 
report, “National Health Expenditure Pro- 
jections 2012-2022,” which projects that 
ObamaCare will “increase cumulative 
health spending by roughly $621 billion.” 
Chris Connover at Forbes.com points out 
that this amounts to $7,450 per family of 
four. 

Yet, on September 24, 2013, at the Clin- 
ton Global Innitiative, President Obama and 
former President Clinton were still making 
the ludicrous claim that the ACA will “wind 
up reducing overall federal spending by 
$110 billion during this decade.” 

The original contract for building the 
infamous Healthcare.gov website was for 
$93.7 million, but, predictably, it has tripled 
to $292 million — and is still climbing. It 
is a virtual certainty, based on the history 
of Medicare, Social Security, and every 
other government program, that even the 
CMS projections of a $621 billion increase 
will prove to have underestimated the true 
costs of ACA. For one thing, ObamaCare is 
still evolving, in the form of myriad regula- 
tions by a multitude of federal departments, 
agencies, commissions, and boards. 

By October 14, as reported by 
CNSnews.com, the government had pub- 
lished 109 ACA-related regulations, fill- 
ing 10,535 pages in the Federal Register. 
Based on an average count of 1,100 words 
per page, CNSnews.com calculated that 
ObamaCare regulations consist of ap- 
proximately 11,588,500 words — thus 
far! Note that this is many times the size 
of the bill itself. That’s 11.5 million-plus 
opportunities for bureaucrats, politicians, 
activists, and courts to game, expand, and 
milk the system. And you don’t believe 
ObamaCare spending will actually ex- 
plode far beyond the CMS projections? 


Full-blown Socialized Medicine 

It is this writer’s belief that President 
Obama, Senate Majority Leader Harry 
Reid, House Minority Leader Nancy Pe- 
losi, and other architects of the ACA view 
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ObamaCare as merely a transition to com- 
pletely nationalized, socialized medicine, 
which they euphemistically refer to as 
“single payer” or “public option” health- 
care. This being the case, they are not that 
concerned about the Healthcare.gov sna- 
fus and other ObamaCare failures. Their 
argument will be not that the failures dis- 
credit ObamaCare; rather that the failures 
prove the need to go beyond ObamaCare 
— to a “truly just” system. 

This was the clear message sent by Sen. 
Harry Reid (D-Nev.) last August in an ap- 
pearance on the Las Vegas PBS program 
Nevada Week in Review. The Las Vegas 
Sun report on the program carried this 
headline: “Reid says ObamaCare just a 
step toward eventual single-payer system.” 

“Reid said he thinks the country has 
to ‘work our way past’ insurance-based 
health care,” the Sun reported. “What 
we’ve done with ObamaCare,” Reid said, 
“is have a step in the right direction, but 
we’re far from having something that’s 
going to work forever.” 

When then asked by the PBS inter- 
viewer whether he meant ultimately the 
country would have to have a healthcare 
system that abandoned insurance as the 
means of accessing it, Reid replied: “Yes, 
yes. Absolutely, yes.” 

“We had a real good run at the public 
option — don’t think we didn’t have a tre- 
mendous number of people who wanted a 
single-payer system,” Reid said, referring 
to the contentious battles over ObamaCare. 

Eventually, Reid realized that he had to 
settle for something less than fully social- 
ized medicine. “We had to get a majority 
of votes,” Reid told the PBS program. “In 
fact, we had to get a little extra in the Sen- 
ate, we have to get 60.” 

The object was to get half a loaf now, 
and come back for the rest of the loaf later. 


Toward Permanent 

“Third World Experience” 

The CMS’s Henry Chao was only refer- 
ring to the ACA kickoff when he nervously 
told insurance industry people and fellow 
bureaucrats, “Let’s just make sure it’s not a 
third-world experience.” But with our cup- 
boards already bare, the federal government 
trillions of dollars in debt, and the economy 
teetering on the brink, ObamaCare carries 
the potential to push America into perma- 
nent Third World status. 
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Broken promises: Among President Obama’s many broken promises is that under the ACA we 
could “go to a computer, tap on the web page ... and see what’s the best price for you, ... and go 
ahead and sign up right there and then.” 


On May 13, 2013, the U.S. House Com- 
mittee on Energy and Commerce released 
a study entitled “The Looming Premium 
Rate Shock,” which provides actual insur- 
ance company analysis of expected premi- 
um hikes due to the ACA. According to the 
committee’s findings, “consumers purchas- 
ing health insurance on the individual mar- 
ket may face premium increases of nearly 
100 percent on average, with potential 
highs eclipsing 400 percent.” Meanwhile, 
“small businesses can expect average pre- 
mium increases in the small group market 
of up to 50 percent, with potential highs 
over 100 percent.” These are just a few of 
the grim realities mentioned in the report. 

Understandably, with all of the known 
penalties, not to mention all of the uncer- 
tainties, surrounding ObamaCare, many 
employers are laying off workers, not 
hiring, and reducing current employees’ 
hours to fewer than 30 per week — the 
point where the mandate kicks in. Many of 
these workers, who had healthcare benefits 
as full-time employees, will lose them as 
part-time employees, further exacerbating 
the healthcare crisis and further expanding 
the ACA’s rolls of the subsidized “clients.” 

Moreover, millions of currently insured 
consumers face loss of their coverage due 
to ObamaCare. Aetna, the third largest U.S. 
health insurer, has pulled out of healthcare 
in several states, choosing not to participate 
in the state ACA exchanges, due to con- 
cerns that they would not be able to offer 
plans that would be “financially viable.” A 
Reuters report in August noted that Aetna 


had opted out of New York, Maryland, 
Ohio, Georgia, and Connecticut, and was 
considering other states as well. In Septem- 
ber, Aetna announced that it was also with- 
drawing its application to participate in the 
ACA exchange in New Jersey. 

“An estimated 14 million people pur- 
chase their own coverage because they 
don’t get it through their jobs,” Kaiser 
Health News reported on October 21, 2013. 
Calls by Kaiser Health to insurers in several 
states showed that many have sent notices 
of cancellation to policyholders, due to 
ACA requirements. According to Kaiser: 


Florida Blue, for example, is termi- 
nating about 300,000 policies, about 
80 percent of its individual policies 
in the state. Kaiser Permanente in 
California has sent notices to 160,000 
people — about half of its individual 
business in the state. Insurer High- 
mark in Pittsburgh is dropping about 
20 percent of its individual market 
customers, while Independence Blue 
Cross, the major insurer in Philadel- 
phia, is dropping about 45 percent. 


But maybe all these folks who lose their 
current healthcare coverage will get some- 
thing better under ObamaCare, right? 
Anything is possible, but first one has to 
be able to get through the impenetrable 
maze and haze at Healthcare.gov, which, 
despite Obama’s promised “tech surge” to 
fix the disastrous portal, continues in typi- 
cal fedgov dysfunctional mode. Mf 
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50th Anniversary 


of JFK Assassination 


Spawnhs Attacks ay *° “Right-wingers” 


bee > . 


President John F. Kennedy’s casket 
in the Rotunda on Capitol Hill 


The events leading up to the assassination of John F. Kennedy are being “spun” by 
liberal writers to suggest that The John Birch Society, in effect, caused the killing. 


by Warren Mass 


s the nation pauses to reflect on the 
Aw assassination of President 

John F. Kennedy on November 22, 
1963, the respectful and civil recollection 
of this horrific act is already being marred 
by those who seek to politicize Kennedy’s 
killing to serve their own agenda. 

With the passage of 50 years’ time, it 
becomes more and more doubtful that we 
will ever learn the entire truth behind the 
assassination. However, since some mem- 
bers of the media have already started to 
rearrange the events of 50 years ago to 
divert blame from a self-described Marx- 
ist — Lee Harvey Oswald — onto those 
they like to label as (variously) “ultra-con- 
servative,” “archconservative,” or simply 
“right-wing,” a sane and sober look at 
these claims is definitely called for. 


Crowing Claimant 
Leading the charge against the “ultra-con- 
servatives” is Scott K. Parks, who penned 
an article for the Dallas News for Octo- 
ber 12 headlined: “Extremists in Dallas 
created volatile atmosphere before JFK’s 
1963 visit.” Parks lamented that follow- 
ing November 22, 1963, “Dallas became 
known to the world as the city of hate, the 
city that killed Kennedy.” 

Parks proceeded to assign blame for ex- 
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actly who was responsible for manufac- 
turing this “hateful” atmosphere in Dallas, 
and — lest anyone miss his point — his 
explanation falls under a subheading, 
“John Birch Society HQ.” 

Moving on to name names, Parks 
named Texas oilmen H.L. Hunt and Clint 
Murchison and General Edwin Walker 
as among the powerful and influential 
Dallasites who disliked John Kennedy’s 
policies and — by a very long stretch 
of logic — shared in the blame for Ken- 
nedy’s murder. Walker comes under spe- 
cial scrutiny in the hit piece because of 
his membership in The John Birch Soci- 
ety. Oddly, though Parks noted that Lee 
Harvey Oswald attempted to kill Walker 
on April 10, 1963, and also that Oswald’s 
widow, Marina, said Oswald had once told 
her that Walker was a leader of a “fascist 
organization” (typical communist labeling 
for anti-communists), he fails to see the 
incongruity between his assertions that 
“right-wingers” contributed to Kennedy’s 
assassination and the fact that an admit- 
ted Marxist shot the president. He either 
experiences or feigns puzzlement by writ- 
ing: “[Marina Oswald] could offer no logi- 
cal explanation for why Lee Oswald, an 
avowed leftist, would target the right-wing 
extremist Walker and the president, who 
was despised by so many on the far right.” 

In his article, Parks relates how General 


Walker, after he learned of UN Ambassa- 
dor Adlai Stevenson’s visit to Dallas to 
deliver a speech commemorating United 
Nations Day, scheduled a United States 
Day at the same auditorium one day ear- 
lier. Walker’s obvious intent was to em- 
phasize U.S. sovereignty over the threat 
to that sovereignty that U.S. membership 
in the UN constituted. 

The following day, during Stevenson’s 
UN address, a heckler shouted at the am- 
bassador through a bullhorn. After the 
speech, outside the auditorium a small 
crowd of 100 protesters surrounded the 
ambassador and things got ugly. One man 
reportedly spat at him and a woman, who 
later claimed she was pushed, conked him 
over the head with her protest sign — in- 
excusable behavior to say the least. 

But any claim that General Walker and 
the overwhelming majority of peaceful 
citizens who agreed with his views on the 
UN were somehow responsible for this 
rowdy behavior is as illogical as the belief 
that crowing roosters cause sunrises! 

Interestingly, Parks was critical of his 
own newspaper’s influence on the Dallas 
political landscape when he wrote: “In the 
early 1960s, the opinion pages of The Dal- 
las Morning News reflected the anti-Ken- 
nedy views of the newspaper’s publisher, 
E.M. ‘Ted’ Dealey.” 

The implication, of course, is that 
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Dealey’s “anti-Kennedy” views somehow 
contributed to the assassination of the 
president. Perhaps Parks’ view of Dealey 
as a contributor to “right-wing extrem- 
ism” might be altered if he knew that 
Dealey wrote many of the Dallas Morning 
News's anti-Ku Klux Klan editorials dur- 
ing the paper’s crusade against the Klan 
from 1920 to 1924. Ina 1924 memo to his 
father, News founder George Dealey, he 
insisted that the paper endorse candidate 
Miriam Ferguson over the Klan’s favored 
gubernatorial candidate, George C. Butte. 

The Dallas Morning News published 
an editorial on November 22, 1963 that 
expressed hope that the president’s visit to 
Dallas might help “Democrats, Republicans 
and Independents unite today in a genuine- 
ness of welcome and cordiality.” It also pub- 
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lished a paid ad that was critical of 
Kennedy’s policies. Parks referred 
to this contrast as an example of the 
paper playing “good cop, bad cop,” 
but there is nothing at all unusual 
about the advertising content of a 
newspaper being at odds with the 
paper’s editorial stance. 


About That Ad 
The ad that has generated so much con- 
troversy, after the fact, was comprised of 
a list of 12 questions asking the president 
why he initiated as many policies. The 
questions were critical of many of the 
Kennedy administration’s policies, includ- 
ing our sale of wheat to Communist North 
Vietnam, the administration’s welcoming 
of Yugoslavian communist dictator Josip 
Broz Tito, the administration’s recognition 
of several communist Eastern European 
governments while simultaneously aban- 
doning anti-communist freedom fighters, 
and the banning of the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities film, Opera- 
tion Abolition, from U.S. military bases. 
Considering the fanfare raised about 
this ad after the Kennedy assassination, 
one would think that the ad had consisted 
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The Dallas News writer implied that “extremists” created an atmosphere that contributed to the 
Kennedy assassination, and blamed the “right wing,” although Oswald was a leftist. 


of a series of personal attacks against the 
president, in other words character assas- 
sination that had fueled the physical as- 
sassination. Nothing could be further from 
the truth, as the ad’s objections were lim- 
ited solely to administration policies. 

The ad demanded answers to the ques- 
tions, something many a reporter has asked 
for at presidential press conferences. 

Parks, in a sophomoric attempt to impli- 
cate the newspaper ad in the Kennedy assas- 
sination, noted that it was “framed by a fu- 
nereal black border.” How “funereal black” 
can be differentiated from other shades of 
“black” he did not explain. But apparently 
seeing a connection between the ad and the 
assassination, he went on to name names: 
“Warren Commission investigators later de- 
termined that Joseph P. Grinnan, an oil bro- 
ker and local leader of the John Birch Soci- 
ety, had paid for the ad with ‘around $1,500’ 
donated by three men: H. R. ‘Bum’ Bright, 
an oil man who later became owner of the 
Dallas Cowboys; Nelson Bunker Hunt, a 
son of H.L. Hunt; and Edgar Crissey, an in- 
surance company executive.” By such logic, 
the Dallas Cowboys must share responsi- 
bility for creating a climate unfavorable to 
Kennedy in Dallas! 

Would those who attempt to make the 
connection between the ad and the killing 
have us believe that Lee Harvey Oswald 
read the Dallas Morning News on the 
morning of November 22, 1963 and saw 
the ad with its “funereal black” border, 
and then the thought of killing the presi- 
dent suddenly popped into his head? (In 
fact, Oswald had asked a friend for a ride 
to Irving the day before, to pick up the 
infamous package of “curtain rods” that 
contained his Carcano rifle.) 

Far from being a sympathizer of the 
“right wing,” Oswald had visited both the 
Cuban and Soviet embassies in Mexico 
City in September 1963 in an attempt to ob- 
tain visas to visit both communist countries. 
A mere 11 days before the assassination, 
Oswald wrote from Dallas to the Soviet 
embassy in Washington, D.C.: “Had I been 
able to reach the Soviet Embassy in Ha- 
vana, as planned, the embassy there would 
have had time to complete our business.” 

Despite these clear-cut indications that 
Oswald was enamored of the Soviet system, 
revisionists are still trying to make the case, 

50 years after the Kennedy assassination, 
that the “extreme right” was the real culprit. 
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Lee Harvey Oswald at the Dallas police station. When Dallas Police Captain Will Fritz asked 


Oswald, “Are you a communist?” he replied, “No, | am not a communist. | am a Marxist.” 


Parks reflected on the large crowds of 
cheering, waving people that lined the 
presidential parade route on November 22, 
1963 and noted: “The atmosphere contra- 
dicted the image of Dallas as a city that 
hated the president.” 


A Lone Journalist? 

But Parks is not alone in his attempt to cast 
blame on the right wing, in general, and 
The John Birch Society, in particular, for 
creating the “atmosphere” that led to the as- 
sassination. Two articles in the New Yorker, 
“The John Birchers’ Tea Party,” published 
on October 11, and “Leaving Dealey 
Plaza,” on October 15, promote the same 
line. In the former, Adam Gopnik asserts: 


In their new book, Dallas 1963, Bill 
Minutaglio and Steven L. Davis dem- 
onstrate in luxuriant detail just how 
clotted Dallas was with right-wing 
types in the period before Kennedy’s 
fatal visit. The John Birch Society, 
the paranoid, well-heeled, anti-Com- 
munist group, was the engine of the 
movement then, as the Tea Party is 
now — and though, to their great cred- 
it, the saner conservatives worked hard 
to keep it out of the official center, the 
society remained hyper-present. 


In the latter, George Packer offers more of 
the same, also writing about Dallas 1963: 


The authors describe the potent brew 
of right-wing passions, much of it 
well organized and well funded — 
Bircher anti-Communism, anti-Ca- 
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tholicism, racism (Dallas was the last 
large American city to desegregate 
its schools), Kennedy hatred — that 
suffused many people in Dallas with 
the spirit of dissension and incipient 
violence during the early sixties, in- 
cluding some of its leading citizens: 
elected officials, Baptist ministers, 
the billionaire oilman H. L. Hunt, 
the right-wing zealot General Edwin 
Walker, even the publisher of the 
Morning News, Ted Dealey.... 

Oswald was an avowed Marxist, 
which might seem to absolve the 
city’s right wing of any responsibil- 
ity. But Dallas 1963 places the assas- 
sin in context as a malleable, unstable 
figure breathing the city’s extraordi- 
narily feverish air. 


The image of Dallas’ “extraordinarily fe- 
verish air” has been created by those who 
attempted to associate political disagree- 
ment with “hate.” However, those who 
disagree, politically, have often formed 
real friendships. A prime example is the 
friendship that existed between senators 
John Kennedy and Barry Goldwater, when 
both served together in the Senate. 

If a right-winger such as Goldwater and 
a “liberal” such as Kennedy could have 
shared in mutual friendship and respect, it 
was not at all beyond belief that the resi- 
dents of Dallas in 1963, even those who 
disagreed with Kennedy’s policies, might 
have liked the man, personally. To suggest 
that those who exercised their freedom of 
speech to disapprove of Kennedy’s policies 
were “haters” responsible for his assassina- 


tion is to discredit not only the people of 
Dallas, but conservatives everywhere. 

In Chapter 7, “Lee Harvey Oswald: 
Background and Possible Motives,” of the 
Report of the President's Commission on 
the Assassination of President Kennedy 
(the Warren Commission Report), we find: 


It has been suggested that one of the 
motivating influences operating on 
Lee Oswald was the atmosphere in 
the city of Dallas, especially an at- 
mosphere of extreme opposition to 
President Kennedy that was present 
in some parts of the Dallas communi- 
ty and which received publicity there 
prior to the assassination.*°3 Some 
of that feeling was expressed in the 
incident involving then vice-presi- 
dential candidate Johnson during the 
1960 campaign, in the treatment of 
Ambassador Adlai Stevenson late in 
October of 1963 and in the extreme 
anti-Kennedy newspaper advertise- 
ment and handbills that appeared in 
Dallas at the time of the President’s 
visit there.4°+ [Emphasis added.] 

The Commission has found no 
evidence that the extreme views ex- 
pressed toward President Kennedy 
by some rightwing groups centered 
in Dallas or any other general atmo- 
sphere of hate or rightwing extremism 
which may have existed in the city of 
Dallas had any connection with Os- 
wald’s actions on November 22, 1963. 


So while the Warren Report did fall into 
the trap of lumping together “hate” and 
“rightwing extremism,” as if the terms 
went together as naturally as pie and ice 
cream, unlike some of today’s newspaper 
writers, it found no evidence that the “at- 
mosphere” in Dallas — by whatever label 
— had any influence on Oswald. 

As the nation commemorates a tragic 
day in our history, those who continue to 
cast unfounded blame on the city of Dal- 
las and “the right wing” do a disservice 
to many good Americans. A more fitting 
remembrance of Kennedy’s life and death 
would be to lament that a president, de- 
spite whatever political failings he might 
have had, was senselessly struck down 
in a manner abhorrent to all God-fearing 
Americans — conservative or otherwise 
— who cherish the rule of law. 
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Getting Bikers to Back Off 


Sergio Consuegra’s intervention in the 
brutal beating of motorist Alexian Lien 
in New York in September likely saved 
Lien’s life. 

On September 29, Alexian Lien was 
out for a drive with his wife and daughter 
when he accidently rear-ended a motor- 
cyclist who had cut him off on the Henry 
Hudson Parkway. 

Lien feared for his safety when his ve- 
hicle was soon swarmed by 20 to 30 motor- 
cyclists. Some began hitting his SUV with 
their helmets while others started to slash 
his tires with knives, prompting him to 
drive off again. In trying to escape from the 
motorcyclists surrounding his vehicle, Lien 
allegedly ran over one of the bikers, who 
was later hospitalized with critical injuries. 
That triggered a four-mile chase, with up to 
30 motorcyclists in pursuit of Lien. 

When Lien exited the parkway and 
stopped at a red light, motorcyclist Regi- 
nald Chance, 37, triggered a bloody con- 
frontation by breaking a window in Lien’s 
SUV. The bikers dragged Lien from his 
vehicle and began to beat him mercilessly. 

Consuegra, a devout Christian, recalled 
that he was late for prayer services that 
day when he spotted Lien’s Range Rover 
stopped on West 178th Street. Consuegra 
observed the frightening scene, with Lien 
getting beaten by some bikers while others 
were punching the vehicle and attempting to 
pull Lien’s wife, Rosalyn, out of the SUV. 

“She grabbed something in there. [One 
of the bikers] said, ‘You’re gonna get it 
also.’ She was protecting the baby,” said 
Consuegra, referring to the couple’s two- 
year-old daughter, who was also in the car 
with them during the frightening encounter. 

“People started screaming and crying 
and they say: ‘No, not the baby.’ I started 
thinking to myself, ‘I gotta do something.’ 
There was blood all over the place.” 

Consuegra, who had trained for many 
years in karate and boxing, decided to take 
action. He stepped in between the attack- 
ers and Lien. 

“There was more bikes coming,” Con- 
suegra said during a press conference fol- 
lowing the incident. “I feel like they want 
to keep hurting the man. I felt intense dan- 
ger. I said, ‘That’s it, guys. Let it go.’” 
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He then proceeded to huddle over the 
victim and stare into the eyes of the bik- 
ers. Consuegra’s bold actions sufficed to 
quell the tension and caused the bikers 
to stop. 

His actions also have brought him some 
fame, both locally and nationwide. 

“On behalf of the entire city, we thank 
you,” City Councilman Robert Jackson, 
who represents Washington Heights, 
told Consuegra. 


Community Rallies for 
Slain Officer’s Family 


A Baltimore County community has come 
together in the face of a terrible tragedy 
that took place on August 28. Police of- 
ficer Jason Schneider was killed in the 
line of duty while serving a warrant. In 
response to the tragedy, the community 
has honored Schneider’s life by gathering 
in Cockeysville wearing Ravens jerseys. 
They also hosted a fundraiser for the fallen 
officer’s children. 

Organizers teamed up with the Fraternal 
Order of Police to host a silent auction of 
donated items. All the proceeds from the 
event and the money raised were to go to 
Schneider’s two children. 

Fifteen thousand dollars worth of items 
were donated for the event, including a 
snow blower, signed Ravens and Orioles 
memorabilia, charter fishing trips, and res- 
taurant gift certificates. 

Hundreds of people turned out to the 
event, hosted at the Humidour Cigar Shop- 
pe, with over $5,000 raised. 

“Today was fantastic,” said Dan Mead 
from the Irish Charities of Maryland. “It’s 
a Ravens game but everybody showed up 
anyway. We had 5-600 people here during 
the day. It was nice.” 

Organizer Jim Pecunes explains what 
compelled him to organize a fundraiser for 
the officer’s family. “It’s such a tragedy. 
Nothing is set aside for the kids, and that 
was our purpose. Being a grandfather of 
20, that’s important to me,” he said. 

Finnie Helmuth was another organizer 
for the fundraiser. “It’s kind of a no-brain- 
er for us. We wanted to do something for 
the family. We have a lot of support for the 
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police officers here, and we wanted to give 
back to them,” Helmuth said. 

Detective Gene Korn, another organizer 
for the fundraiser, was overwhelmed by 
the show of generosity. “It’s really been 
overwhelming,” Korn told WBAL News. 
“T was receiving calls on my cell phones 
from presidents of multi-million dollar 
companies with millions of dollars in con- 
tracts asking what they could do to help. 
It speaks to the local business community, 
and what this meant to them, and what Ja- 
son’s service meant to them.” 

Those who were unable to attend the 
event donated funds directly to Schnei- 
der’s fund, maintained by the Fraternal 
Order of Police. 


Injured Vet Runs 


for Good Cause 


Though retired Army Staff Sergeant Matt 
Lammers lost both his legs and an arm 
while serving in Iraq, he managed to pay 
tribute to the fallen heroes of September 
11 by engaging in the Tunnel to Towers 
Run on Sunday September 29. 

The event was sponsored by the Tunnel 
to Towers Foundation, which was started 
in memory of off-duty FDNY firefighter 
Stephen Siller, who heroically ran from 
the Brooklyn Battery Tunnel to Ground 
Zero, where he lost his life. 

The New York Post wrote, “Lammers 
donned an FDNY jacket and walked 
through the Brooklyn-Battery Tunnel, 
tracing the path taken by Siller as he ran 
through the tube, unwittingly to his death.” 

Lammers is extremely patriotic. Adopt- 
ed from Korea by American parents, by 
the age of 18, he decided to enlist in the 
Army as a way to show his gratitude to the 
United States. 

In addition to paying tribute to America’s 
heroes, the Tunnel to Towers Foundation 
has teamed up with the Gary Sinise Foun- 
dation on a program called “Building for 
America’s Bravest.” The program builds 
homes for America’s injured veterans. 

In fact, the next endeavor for “Building 
for America’s Bravest” is to build a home 
for Sergeant Lammers. Ml 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Vietnamese Friend or Foe? 


U.S. foreign policy has often been highlighted by 
shortsightedness, disregard of foreign concerns, and regime- 
change operations — as shown in the lead-up to the Vietnam War. 


AP Images 


prominent Americans promoting Ngo Dinh Diem as the man who would stem the communist tide 
in Southeast Asia. 


by Jack Kenny 


“If I can do anything for your physical 
safety, please call me.” 


T hose were the last words Ngo Dinh 
Diem, president of the Republic of 
Vietnam, heard from U.S. Ambas- 
sador Henry Cabot Lodge on November 1, 
1963. Lodge had just informed Diem of a 
“report” he had received that the Vietnam- 
ese army generals, having laid siege to the 
Presidential Palace in Saigon, had offered 
Diem safe passage out of the country as 
they carried out the coup that would end his 
nine-year reign over South Vietnam. Cap- 
tured the following morning, Diem and his 
brother and political lieutenant, Ngo Dinh 
Nhu, were killed during the ride to military 
headquarters. The official cause of death 
was listed as “suicide” (later amended to 
“accidental suicide’), without the need for 
any embarrassing explanation as to how 
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the deceased had managed to shoot and 
stab themselves to death with their hands 
tied behind their backs. Abandoned by his 
American sponsors and despised by his 
own people, the president of South Vietnam 
was buried in an unmarked grave in a gov- 
ernment cemetery. Seth Jacobs, in Ameri- 
ca’s Miracle Man in Vietnam, described the 
jubilation in Saigon as news of the assas- 
sinations poured out over the radio: 


Tens of thousands flocked around the 
tanks of rebel soldiers to shower their 
heroes with presents and expressions of 
gratitude. Nightclubs threw open their 
doors, and revelers danced the twist, 
the tango and other dances Diem had 
banned. Saigon’s Buddhists had con- 
gregated at Xa Loi Pagoda for a day- 
long service of thanksgiving. Students 
stormed the shell-scarred Presidential 
Palace, screaming “Freedom!” and 
“Long Live the junta!” 


Yet the American press and political estab- 
lishment had lionized this same ruler as the 
savior of his country, the man who would 
unify his people against the communist 
enemy and bring freedom and democracy 
to South Vietnam. His heroic image was a 
carefully contrived myth, but his downfall 
was a genuine tragedy, leading to a deep- 
ening involvement of the United States in 
the fate of the former French colony and 
the ultimate conquest of South Vietnam by 
the communist forces of Ho Chi Minh. Dec- 
ades later, Americans would still be debat- 
ing “the lesson of Vietnam” even as new 
“nation-building efforts” were being under- 
taken in Iraq and Afghanistan. Those who 
will not learn from history, it seems, are 
destined to be policymakers in Washington. 


Dien Bien Phu — And Beyond 
American policy toward Vietnam had 
been ambiguous from the start. During 
World War II, Roosevelt and Stalin agreed 
that France would not get back its colonies 
in Indochina, the tri-state area consisting 
of Laos, Cambodia, and Vietnam, then 
occupied by Japanese forces. “After V-J 
Day,” wrote Hilaire du Berrier in Back- 
ground to Betrayal, “it was to Ho [Chi 
Minh] and his American-equipped forces 
that the Japanese surrendered more arms, 
well aware of the trouble it would cause 
Japan’s enemies, the Americans, the Chi- 
nese and the French.” 

The French did regain control over In- 
dochina, however, as anticommunism 
trumped anticolonialism as the theme of 
American policy in the Far East. By 1950, 
the majority of funding for the French war 
against the Viet Minh — the Vietnamese 
communist troops — was coming from the 
United States. Three days after the fall of 
the French fortress at Dien Bien Phu in May 
1954, President Eisenhower instructed Sec- 
retary of State John Foster Dulles to draw 
up a resolution to be presented to a joint ses- 
sion of Congress, authorizing the commit- 
ment of U.S. troops in Indochina. The reso- 
lution was never presented, as the French 
military position deteriorated so quickly that 
intervention was deemed useless. 
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Despite Eisenhower’s warning that a 
communist victory in Indochina could 
cause other nations in the region to fall 
to the communists like “a row of domi- 
noes,” the Joint Chiefs of Staff wrote in a 
memo to Defense Secretary Charles Wil- 
son: “From the point of view of the United 
States, Indochina is devoid of decisive 
military objectives and the allocation of 
more than token U.S. armed forces to that 
area would be a serious diversion of lim- 
ited U.S. capabilities.” It was less than a 
year after the United States had ex- 
pended a considerable amount of its 
“limited capabilities” — and some 
33,000 American lives — in the “po- 
lice action” in Korea, while remain- 
ing committed to the defense of half 
of Europe under the NATO treaty. 
Dulles organized a Far East ver- 
sion of NATO, the Southeast Asia 
Treaty Organization, or SEATO, 
whose stated purpose was to halt 
the spread of communism and com- 
munist subversion in the region and 
which would later be cited as a legal 
basis for another undeclared war, 
Vietnam. 


Enter the Ngos 

Jean Baptiste Ngo Dinh Diem was 
born in Hue in central Vietnam 
in 1901, one of nine children in a 
wealthy family headed by Ngo Dinh 
Kah, the highest-ranking mandarin 
under Vietnam emperor Than Thai. 
A Catholic in a country that was 
more than 90 percent Buddhist, 
Diem entered a monastery at age 15. 
He left after a year, however, and 
after earning a high-school diploma 
entered Hanoi’s School of Public 
Administration and Law, where 
he graduated first in his class. He 
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entered government service and 
within a few years was provincial 
chief of a district of more than 
300 villages. In that capacity he 
helped the French suppress the 
first communist-inspired peas- 
ant revolts. In 1933, Vietnamese 
Emperor Bao Dai, with the ap- 
proval of the French, appointed 
him minister of the interior, a 
position from which Diem later 
resigned, publicly denouncing 
the emperor as “nothing but an 
instrument in the hands of the French.” 
During World War II, Diem was labeled 
a subversive by both the Japanese and the 
French colonial authorities, then aligned 
with the Vichy government in France. His 
loathing of communism was reinforced 
when the Viet Minh captured his brother 
Ngo Dinh Khoi in 1945. Khoi and his son 
were convicted and buried alive for coun- 
terrevolutionary activity. Diem himself 
was captured later that year and brought 
before Ho Chi Minh, who attempted to re- 
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Ngo Dinh Nhu, brother and advisor to the South Vietnamese 
president, sits in front of a map of Southeast Asia while being 
interviewed by foreign correspondents in September 1963. 


cruit his captive adversary to a position in 
his Cabinet. Diem would have none of it. 

“You are a criminal who has burned and 
destroyed the country and you have held me 
prisoner,” Diem told the communist ruler. 
When asked to forget the “mistakes” and 
“tragedies” that occurred and work with the 
communists for an independent Vietnam, 
Diem replied, “You want me to forget that 
you and your followers killed my brother?” 
Impressed by the courage of his captive, Ho 
released Diem, but later changed his mind, 
sentencing him to death in absentia. 

In 1950, Diem traveled to the United 
States, along with his brother Ngo Dinh 
Thuc, a Catholic priest who would later 
become bishop. The visitors lived for the 
next three years at the Maryknoll seminary 
in Lakewood, New York, and another sem- 
inary in Ossining, New York. 

During his U.S. stay, Diem met with key 
Washington figures, including Secretary of 
State Dean Acheson; Acheson’s successor, 
John Foster Dulles; and Gene Gregory, a 
State Department official who would later 
use a grant from the Ford Founda- 
tion to start up and edit the Times of 
Vietnam, a pro-Diem publication in 
Saigon funded by the State Depart- 
ment. Diem also became a favorite 
of liberal Supreme Court Justice 
William Douglas, who had heard of 
Diem when he traveled to Vietnam 
and neighboring countries during an 
Asian tour in the summer of 1952. 
“Diem is revered by the Vietnamese 
because he is honest and indepen- 
dent,” Douglas wrote in North From 
Malaya, a book he published the 
following year. Douglas introduced 
the visitor from Vietnam to a num- 
ber of prominent political figures, 
including a freshman senator named 
John F. Kennedy and Senator Mike 
Mansfield, the Montana Democrat 
whose enthusiastic support of Diem 
in the 1950s earned him the unoffi- 
cial title of “Diem’s godfather.” 

Diem’s lobbying in the United 
States for a high position in a post- 
colonial Vietnam paid off after the 
Big Four (France, Britain, Commu- 
nist China, and the Soviet Union) at 
Geneva came up with a temporary 
partition of Vietnam, with Ho Chi 
Minh and his Viet Minh followers 
remaining north of the 17th parallel 
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President Diem of South Vietnam 
enjoys a hero’s welcome in a parade in 
New York on May 13, 1957. 


and a non-communist government reign- 
ing in the South, with reunification by a 
national election in 1956. With the United 
States taking over from France the support 
of a non-communist government and the 
equipping and training of its troops, Em- 
peror Bao Dai called on Diem to form a 
government for South Vietnam. 


Ngo Dinhs and Tran Vans Everywhere 
The challenge facing the new govern- 
ment was more than formidable. The war 
with the French had taken its toll on the 
country’s infrastructure, with bridges de- 
molished and roads and rail in disrepair. 
Nearly a million refugees from North Viet- 
nam streamed into the South, while close 
to a quarter of the newly formed Army of 
Viet Nam deserted. Combat readiness, ac- 
cording to a State Department report, was 
“practically zero.” 

Diem and his extended family, mean- 
while, were consolidating power in ways 
that were bound to fuel popular opposi- 
tion. Diem’s younger brother and political 
advisor, Ngo Dinh Nhu, used the CIA- 
funded special forces as his private army 
and secret police. Nhu and his wife, the 
notorious Madame Nhu (born Tran Le 
Xuan), handled the import-export permits 
for which businessmen had to pay large 
deposits, forcing all but the largest of them 
out of business. Tran Van Do, Madame 
Nhu’s uncle, was minister of foreign af- 
fairs. Her father, Tran Van Chuong, was 
minister of state and later Vietnam’s am- 
bassador to the United States. Archbishop 
Thuc, the oldest brother of the Ngo Dinh 
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family, had as his fiefdom the Cochin 
Chinese area in the south, where he accu- 
mulated apartment houses, stores, rubber 
plantations, and timber concessions. Ngo 
Dinh Can ruled central Vietnam with mass 
arrests, summary executions, and shake- 
downs for “donations” from local busi- 
nessmen. Diem’s youngest brother, Luyen, 
was sent to Europe as ambassador at large. 
“Wherever one looked,” wrote du Berrier, 
“there were only Ngo dinhs and Tran vans, 
save for the incumbents of two important 
posts, agriculture and public health, both 
held by nonentities.” 

Diem, backed by the United States, can- 
celed the scheduled reunification election 
in 1956. The previous year a combination 
of ballot-stuffing, outlawing of opposition 
parties, and intimidation of voters assured 
him a Stalin-like 98.2 percent of the vote 
in winning an election over Bao Dai for 
president of South Vietnam. 

American aid was increasing to the 
point where 80 percent or more of Viet- 
nam’s national budget was coming from 
the U.S. taxpayers. American investments 
there were financed through government 
guaranteed loans, while American tax 
dollars were funneled through the United 
Nations in technical assistance programs. 
U.S. economic aid went through the Na- 
tional Bank of Vietnam, where it was ad- 
ministered by former communist official 
Vu Van Thai and credit chief Albert Pham 
Ngoc Thao, who had been Ho Chi Minh’s 
intelligence chief in Cochin China. All of 
the effort and expense to prop up and pro- 
mote a corrupt and unpopular government 


in Saigon was sold to the American public 
as essential to the containment of commu- 
nism in Southeast Asia. 


The “One-man Lobby for Diem” 


Orchestrating that public relations cam- 
paign was an Austrian-born socialist and 
naturalized American named Joseph But- 
tinger, who met Diem in 1954 when lead- 
ing a mission of the International Rescue 
Committee, helping refugees from North 
Vietnam resettle in the South. Back in the 
United States, Buttinger became, in his 
own words, “a one-man lobby for Diem,” 
even as he remained an apologist for Ho 
Chi Minh. “Although the government of 
Ho chi Minh was dominated by Com- 
munists,” he wrote in 1955, “this regime 
had a good chance of developing along 
democratic lines if French colonial poli- 
cies had not driven the people of Vietnam 
into Communists’ arms.” In Buttinger’s 
description, Ho Chi Minh, founder of the 
French Communist Party in 1920 and the 
Indochina Communist Party in 1930, and 
trained in Moscow at the headquarters of 
the Communist International, somehow 
appears as a reluctant communist. 

Buttinger and career diplomat Angier 
Biddle Duke formed American Friends of 
Vietnam (AFV) and hired Harold Oram’s 
Madison Avenue firm for the AFV pub- 
lic relations campaign. Through Oram, 
Buttinger gained the ear of editors of the 
New York Times, the New York Herald 
Tribune, Newsweek, Time Life, and other 
mass-media publications. An impressive 
array of prominent editors and publishers 
became AFV members, including Walter 
Annenberg, publisher of the Philadelphia 
Inquirer, William Randolph Hearst, Jr. 
of the New York Journal-American, and 
Henry Luce of Time, Inc. 

The “one-man band” quickly gained an 
impressive array of influential allies. When 
AFYV held its “America’s Stake in Vietnam” 
conference in June 1956 at Washington’s 
Willard Hotel, where Diem’s praises were 
sung by achorus of voices from the fields of 
politics, diplomacy, academia, and religion, 
Sen. Mansfield could not be there, but his 
colleague from Massachusetts filled in as 
keynote speaker. Hailing Diem’s “amazing 
success,” Senator John F. Kennedy carried 
Mansfield’s “godfather” role a step further, 
virtually adopting “little Vietnam” as Amer- 
ica’s own child. “We presided at its birth, we 
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gave assistance to its life, we have 
helped to shape its future,” said 
Kennedy. “This is our offspring. 
We cannot abandon it.” 

The following year, Diem 
made a triumphant tour of the 
United States that included an 
address to a joint session of Con- 
gress, a luncheon in New York 
with the Rockefellers and other 
members of the power elite, anda 
reception by the Council on For- 
eign Relations (CFR), the one- 
world-government organization 
whose members include virtual- 
ly all the high-level government 
positions in the United States. 
Some 250,000 people turned 
out to cheer Diem in a ticker- 
tape parade in Manhattan. The 
diminutive leader of South Viet- 
nam loomed larger than life in the 
nation’s newsstands. He was Life 
magazine’s “Tough Miracle Man 
of Vietnam,” and “The Amaz- 
ing Mr. Diem” in a cover story 
in William F. Buckley’s National 
Review. Vietnam, “the spunky lit- 
tle Asian country,” was “back on 
its own feet, thanks to a mandarin 
in a sharkskin suit who’s upsetting the red 
timetable,” exulted the Saturday Evening 
Post. Foreign Affairs, the prestigious jour- 
nal of the CFR, suggested, “History may 
yet judge Diem as one of the great figures 
of twentieth century Asia.” 

It was clear that Diem had a country 
united behind him. Unfortunately, the 
country was not his own. 


Madame Nhu's Army 

At home Diem abolished the tradition 
of elected village chiefs by appointing 
his own men as chiefs of provinces and 
district administrators. Most of his ap- 
pointments were Catholic é¢migrés from 
North Vietnam with no roots in the South 
or connections with its heavily Buddhist 
population. The eyes and ears of the gov- 
ernment were everywhere, as Nhu’s se- 
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A buddhist monk in 1966 is consumed in flames in a form of protest 
that had turned the world’s attention to problems in Vietnam, and 
world opinion against the Diem regime three years earlier. 


cret police were augmented by Madame 
Nhu’s Women’s Solidarity Movement, 
with nearly one million women organized 
to provide political intelligence useful to 
the regime. Some 200,000 women, ages 
16 to 40, were enrolled in a paramilitary 
program. “Brand new U.S. carbines went 
to the women’s militia,” wrote du Berrier, 
“while local militia guarded exposed stra- 
tegic hamlets with 1917 rifles.” 
Concentration camps sprung up through- 
out South Vietnam. Mock trials, torture-in- 
duced confessions, and executions of po- 
litical prisoners made Diem an implausible 
defender of freedom. South Vietnam could 
become a communist country overnight, 
a visiting diplomat from the Vatican ob- 
served, if Diem “just changed the flags.” 
The American-equipped and -trained 
Army of the Republic of Vietnam, mean- 
while, was steadily losing ground 
to the communist insurgents, now 
known as the Viet Cong. A Nation- 
al Intelligence Estimate given to 
President Kennedy in March 1961 
reported: “More than half of the en- 
tire region south and southwest of 


Saigon, as well as some area to 
[the] north, are under consider- 
able Communist control.... The 
Viet Cong’s strength encircles 
Saigon and has recently begun 
to move closer in on the city.” 
Communists also infiltrated 
the ranks of the growing number 
of students and Buddhist monks 
protesting the repressions of 
the Diem regime. By 1963, the 
country was caught in a vicious 
cycle: The more the regime came 
down on the dissidents, the more 
they demonstrated and protested, 
sparking further repression. 


Flames of Protest 

On June 11, a Buddhist monk 
inflamed the crisis in Vietnam, 
both figuratively and literally, by 
dousing himself with gasoline 
and lighting a match. Pictures of 
his burning body were on front 
pages around the world. Through 
that summer and early fall, a suc- 
cession of monks used self-im- 
molation to dramatize their op- 
position to the Diem regime and 
keep the conflict in the forefront 
of the world’s attention. Madame Nhu fur- 
ther fanned the flames by publicly dismiss- 
ing the fiery suicides as “barbecues.” 

By early July CIA agents were aware 
of two different coup plots. Efforts to 
overthrow the Ngos were nothing new in 
Vietnam. Diem had managed to fend off 
a coup by army units in November 1960, 
stalling the plotters with negotiations until 
loyalist forces arrived. Another attempt 
was foiled in February 1962. This time the 
conspirators would get help from friends 
in high and distant places. The once-adula- 
tory American press had soured on Diem, 
who stubbornly resisted U.S. pressure for 
government reforms. In the White House, 
Kennedy was under pressure to change 
Vietnam policy. Even “Diem’s godfather,” 
Senator Mike Mansfield, urged the presi- 
dent to deny further aid to the regime un- 
less Diem forced Nhu and his wife out of 
the government. 

Kennedy recalled Ambassador Freder- 
ick Nolting from Saigon and chose as his 
successor Henry Cabot Lodge, the Mas- 
sachusetts Republican Kennedy unseated 
when he won his Senate seat in 1952. On 
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August 20, Nhu’s special forces carried 
out midnight raids on Buddhist pagodas 
throughout the country. More than 1,400 
people were arrested and many were 
badly beaten. Two days later, on the day 
of Lodge’s arrival, the army generals 
involved in the planned coup asked for 
American help. 

Lodge maintained secret contacts with 
the plotting generals through Lt. Colonel 
Lucien Conein, a veteran CIA operative 
who parachuted into Vietnam for the OSS 
back in 1944. Once Lodge had authorized 
participation, the CIA provided the insur- 
gents with intelligence about the arms and 
encampments of pro-Diem forces. The 
coup was called off twice when the gen- 
erals grew suspicious of American sup- 
port, fearing the CIA would report their 
plot to Diem. General Duong Van Minh 
asked for a cutoff of American economic 
aid to Diem’s government as a clear sign 
of American support for the coup. When 
the aid was cut off, “Big Minh” and his 
co-conspirators had the green light to put 
their plan into action. 


The Betrayals 

Conein, the CIA’s “coup advisor,” was 
with the generals at Joint General Staff 
headquarters on November 1, the day the 
attack was launched. At 1:30 p.m. the reb- 
els captured the police headquarters, the 
airport, radio stations, and other installa- 
tions and began firing on the Presidential 
Palace and the Special Forces barracks. As 
the fighting continued, Diem called Lodge 


Rebel tanks lay siege to the Presidential Palace in Saigon at the beginning of the coup that 


to ask where the United States stood. The 
embassy recorded their conversation: 


DIEM: Some units have made a re- 
bellion and I want to know what the 
attitude of the United States is. 
LODGE: I do not feel well enough 
informed to be able to tell you. I have 
heard the shooting, but am not well 
enough acquainted with the facts. 
Also, it is 4:30 A.M. in Washington 
and the U.S. government can’t pos- 
sibly have a view. 

DIEM: But you must have general 
ideas. After all, I am a chief of state. 
I have tried to do my duty. 


Lodge praised Diem for his courage and 
“your great contributions to your coun- 
try,” and said he was concerned about his 
physical safety. 


LODGE: I have a report that those 
in charge of the current activity offer 
you and your bother safe conduct out 
of the country. Have you heard this? 
DIEM: No. [And then, after a pause] 
You have my telephone number. 
LODGE: Yes. If I can do anything for 
your physical safety, please call me. 
DIEM: I am trying to re-establish 
order. 


As the siege continued through the night, 
Diem and Nhu escaped through a secret 
tunnel and took refuge in the home of a 
loyalist in Cholon, the Chinese section 


; 
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resulted in the overthrow and assassination of Diem and his brother Nhu. 
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of the city. The next morning they made 
their way to Saint Francis Xavier Church, 
where they received Holy Communion 
and spent an hour in prayer. They were 
standing on the church steps when five of 
Minh’s men pulled up in two armed jeeps 
and an armored personnel carrier. The of- 
ficers bound Diem’s and Nhu’s hands be- 
hind their backs and said they were taking 
them to military headquarters. They were 
dead on arrival at the headquarters, Diem 
having been shot in the back of the neck 
and Nhu both stabbed in the chest and shot 
repeatedly in the back. 

On November 4, Ambassador Lodge 
cabled Washington with the prediction 
that the change of regime would shorten 
the war against the Viet Cong because of 
the improved morale of the South Viet- 
namese Army. “Big Minh,” however, was 
himself ousted and a rapid succession of 
coups followed, leaving the government 
of South Vietnam and the war against the 
communists more confused and chaotic 
than ever. 

The overthrow of the Diem regime cre- 
ated a power vacuum that drew the United 
States deeper into a war that would go on 
for another 12 years, ending finally with 
the communist takeover of South Viet- 
nam while the last of the American forces 
were driven from Saigon. Madame Nhu, 
on a speaking tour in the United States 
when her husband and brother-in-law 
were killed, expressed the bitter sense of 
betrayal that many Americans felt about 
our government’s overthrow of a regime 
in Vietnam that was, in fact, an American 
production. “Whoever has the Americans 
as allies does not need enemies,” she said. 

Yet the greater betrayal was draw- 
ing the United States, step by step, into 
a full-scale war that was never approved 
by Congress. It was the betrayal of the 
58,000 Americans and an estimated two 
million Vietnamese who died in that war 
without a plan or purpose, in Washington 
or Saigon, for victory over the Viet Cong 
and the North Vietnam Army. “For the 
crime,” wrote du Berrier, “lay in choos- 
ing this family in the first place, putting 
it in power, refusing to let the Vietnamese 
people topple our protégés while change 
was yet possible and then permitting our 
team to wash their hands of responsibility 
when the coming explosion threatened to 
compromise them.” 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Black Bear 


The ABC affiliate in Albuquerque, New 
Mexico, reported about a big and danger- 
ous home intruder that wasn’t even human. 
Around 5 a.m. on August 23, a 250-pound 
black bear was spotted in a residential 
neighborhood about 15 miles east of Al- 
buquerque. The animal caused quite a 
panic by acting aggressively and mov- 
ing toward people in the neighborhood. 
Sgt. Aaron Williamson of the Bernalillo 
County Sheriff’s Office told the news that 
the bear moved into a homeowner’s back- 
yard and began making a lot of noise. The 
homeowner fired a warning shot to scare 
the animal off, which temporarily worked. 
Unfortunately for both the homeowner and 
the bear, the creature returned a short time 
later “harboring even more aggression.” 
The homeowner fired again to try to scare 
the animal away, but the beast was not even 
fazed. The homeowner turned around and 
ran back toward his house, and the bear 
chased after him. The homeowner feared 
for his life and fired at the animal, fatally 
injuring it. 

Following the shooting, members of the 
New Mexico Department of Game and Fish 
arrived and helped carry the carcass of the 
animal away. Ross Morgan, of the Game 
and Fish Department, explained how the 
homeowner was justified in fatally shooting 
the animal. “He felt threatened.... People 
are allowed in the state of New Mexico to 
protect themselves or their private property 
if they feel threatened by wildlife.” 


Taken Off Life Support 


The ABC affiliate out of Charleston, West 
Virginia, reported on October 14 about a 
man who ended up on life support after 
targeting a home with an armed occupant. 

The home involved was owned by a 
woman who recently passed away from 
cancer. The deceased woman’s family 
was coming to the home each day to get 
things organized, but had recently found the 
home completely ransacked. Karen Brown, 
a relative of the deceased, told Eyewit- 
ness News that “every room in the house 
was trashed.” The family then decided 
that they would start taking turns staying 
at the home overnight to prevent another 
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break-in. “When we decided to stay here, 
we decided to have protection, because if 
we’re in this house, and someone breaks 
in, we need protection,” Brown explained. 
Brown’s brother, Paul Penix, was staying at 
the home on the “first shift” when, police 
believe, the same man who broke in earlier 
in the week returned to the scene. When the 
intruder entered the home, Penix yelled at 
the man to stop, but the intruder allegedly 
kept moving, at which point Penix fired his 
weapon. Brown told Eyewitness News that 
he “ordered him to stop, and he didn’t stop, 
and he got shot.” 

Portsmouth police Chief Robert Ware 
told the news that an investigation is on- 
going, but authorities believe the suspect 
may have been involved in other area 
break-ins. “It appears the person involved 
in this one may very well be the ... person 
involved in that rash of burglaries, includ- 
ing the night before at the residence where 
the shooting occurred.” Ware also said that 
they are treating the shooting as justifiable 
due to the Castle Law, but will present the 
case to a grand jury. “I don’t want citizens 
to become too empowered by the law, but 
at the same time know the law is there to 
protect you if there’s no other resort,” said 
Ware. The suspect sustained critical inju- 
ries and was taken off life support at the 
behest of the suspect’s family, and died. 


“Tug and Wiggle” 


The San Antonio Express News out of 
Texas reported on October 14 about an 
attempted burglary in the bad part of the 
city. The incident began shortly before 
3 a.m. on the south side of San Antonio 
when a resident heard strange noises com- 
ing from one of his windows. The home- 
owner later told authorities that he heard 
someone “tug and wiggle” on the burglar 
bars on his windows. The homeowner 
armed himself with a .357 Magnum and 
exited the residence and observed some- 
one trying to break in through a window. 
The homeowner began yelling at the bur- 
glar, and his yelling awoke a neighbor, 
who also armed himself and came out- 
side to investigate. Both the homeowner 
and the neighbor pointed their weapons 
at the intruder and yelled for him to stop. 


a 


“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
= [ESN “ nC. 


Unexpectedly, the intruder dropped down 
from the ledge he was on and charged at 
the neighbor, according to reports. The 
neighbor reacted by firing his gun mul- 
tiple times. The neighbor told police, “I 
kept squeezing until there was not more 
bullets in it.” The neighbor told police that 
he had between 10-15 bullets in the gun, 
but when law enforcement checked, the 
neighbor’s magazine was empty. Authori- 
ties are still investigating. It is not clear 
how many times the intruder was shot, but 
he died at the scene. 


Protecting Grandma’s 


KTRK TV, the ABC affiliate out of Hous- 
ton, Texas, reported on August 28 that an 
attempted home invasion in the Baytown 
area was abruptly halted by an armed 
18-year-old. The home is owned by the 
teen’s grandmother, who was in a nurs- 
ing home at the time of the break-in. Ap- 
parently the criminal element had earlier 
found the unoccupied home an easy target 
and had twice burglarized it. The third 
time would not be a charm, however, as 
the owner’s shotgun-wielding grandson 
lay in wait for any additional foul play. 
The two alleged burglars forced their 
way into the home, apparently thinking 
it was vacant. They were stunned when 
the grandson came out with his shotgun 
pointed at them. The details of the shoot- 
ing are not clear, but one of the suspects 
was fatally injured and another is still 
in critical condition. Neighbor Barbara 
Carr briefly summed up what happened 
for KTRK news. “They probably were 
thinking they were coming into an empty 
house, which they weren’t. The grandson 
was there.... That’s why the grandson was 
there, I guess, trying to protect what his 
grandmother had left,” Carr said. 
Baytown Police Detective Edgar Eli- 
zondo explained that in “situations like 
this, we’re going to see this more often 
because now more Texans arm themselves 
and we have the right to protect our proper- 
ty.” Police are investigating whether these 
two suspects, who had a checkered past of 
arrests and convictions, were involved in 
other burglaries that plagued the area. 
— PATRICK KREY 
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Facts Become Casualties 
in Anti-energy War 


ITEM: An article in the Christian Science 
Monitor for September 23, headlined 
“Obama administration not waging war 
on coal, EPA chief says,” cited regula- 
tions handed down by the Environmental 
Protection Agency. Administrator Gina 
McCarthy disagreed with critics who said 
the rules will have “devastating impacts” 
on the coal industry. 

She “defended new rules the agency re- 
leased last week that would set the first na- 
tional limits on heat-trapping carbon pol- 
lution from existing power plants. To meet 
the new standards, coal-fired plants would 
have to install expensive new technology to 
capture a portion of their carbon dioxide 
emissions and bury them underground.” 
ITEM: After the UN's Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) issued 
its latest report, again predicting catas- 
trophe, CBS on September 27 went even 
further and aired a contention about the 
potential for the global temperature to rise 

“more than 200 degrees.” 
Item: Climate activists John Abraham 
and Dana Nuccitelli, writing in Lon- 
dons Guardian newspaper for October 
11, blasted “conservative and politically 
neutral media outlets” for creating “false 
balance in climate change reporting.” The 
piece said those outlets had been “found 
guilty of biased global warming cover- 
age,” by creating “a false perception of 
discord amongst climate scientists.” 

There is, averred the pair, “a 97 percent 
consensus on human-caused global warm- 
ing in the peer-reviewed climate science 
literature and among climate experts.” 
They blamed media “false balance” for 
misinforming the public. 

CORRECTION: Talk about wanting to have 
your cake and eat it too. The green alarm- 
ists, their regulatory allies, and the echo 
chamber in the mass media have long en- 
joyed a near monopoly when it comes to 
pushing claims about impending doom. It 
is apparently not enough that they get to 
cook up their own stories. Now they also 
maintain that the views of those who are 
skeptical of their contentions are so half- 
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baked that they must be ignored. 

This bias is obvious to most sentient 
beings, at least those willing to be hon- 
est. A few months ago, when President 
Obama urged more punitive measures on 
the power plants, the words of dissent car- 
ried by the major news outlets were few 
and far between. 

There has not been “false balance” in 
most reporting, let alone a sufficient ac- 
knowledgement that the supposed solu- 
tions being proposed would shock the 
economy. What is generally ignored is that 
the move will mean that numerous plants 
will not open. Other existing plants, when 
the next step is rolled out by the EPA, will 
likely close. 

The Media Research Center, which 
tracks such coverage, pointed out in June 
that the uncritical coverage of the presi- 
dent’s contentions was typical of the bias 
displayed by the networks on the overall 
global-warming issue. The center’s Busi- 
ness and Media Institute, for example, 
“found that in 2013 the networks ignored 
news of a ‘lull’ in global warming, cited 
studies and scientists promoting climate 
alarmism 8 times more often than critical 
ones and often tried to link global warm- 
ing to weather events and natural disasters 
like the Moore, Okla., tornado and Super- 
storm Sandy.” 

The Media Research Center in October 


also examined the coverage on the latest 
IPCC report, which included a claim car- 
ried on NBC (which displayed a graphic 
showing a stunning 212-degree tempera- 
ture rise) about the heat caused by car- 
bon dioxide that was being absorbed by 
the oceans, whose temperatures had risen 
only slightly. Yet, warned the NBC report, 
“Had all that heat gone into the atmo- 
sphere, air temperatures could have risen 
by more than 200 degrees.” 

This assertion, said Dr. Roy Spencer, a 
principal research scientist at the Univer- 
sity of Alabama in Huntsville, was “totally 
misleading and irresponsible.” 

As the scientist told the Business and 
Media Institute, “The oceans have warmed 
by an average of less than 0.1 deg. C (only 
the SURFACE by about 0.5 deg.) since 
the 1950s, and since that is so much water 
mass, the absorbed heat equivalent to 0.1 
deg. IF RELEASED ALL AT ONCE IN 
THE ATMOSPHERE [it] would, indeed, 
be hundreds of degrees. But this is physi- 
cally impossible. It is a meaningless statis- 
tic. The heat actually had to go through the 
atmosphere before it reached the ocean.” 

The contention made by The Guardian 
writers — asserting that to be balanced is 
to be biased — reflects their own partial- 
ity. In so doing, they cited a report co-au- 
thored by one of them. 

Mario Lewis, Jr., a Ph.D. and senior 
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fellow at the Competitive Enterprise In- 
stitute, in a piece published by Fox News 
on October 16, tore apart their contentions 
— noting, for instance, that the study in 
question did not prove what the pair said 
it proved. Writes Lewis: 


The authors examined 11,944 ab- 
stracts of climate papers published 
between 1991-2011. They found that 
nearly two-thirds of the abstracts ex- 
pressed no opinion on the supposed 
“consensus” position. So their head- 
line — 97% of scientists agree — is 
inaccurate and misleading. 

In 1984-speak, they are claiming 
Silence is Affirmation. 

Of the abstracts that expressed an 
opinion, Cook et al. claim that 97.1% 
(less than one-third of the original 
total) agree with the IPCC consensus 
position. But that too is a stretcher. 

University of Delaware Prof. 
David Legates and three colleagues 
examined the Cook team’s database, 
and found that less than 1% of the 
11,944 abstracts explicitly endorse 
the so-called consensus. 

Is the 97% figure made up out of 
whole cloth? Not quite. It turns out 
that 97% of about one-third of the ab- 
stracts affirms or implies that humans 
are responsible for some portion of 
global warming since 1951. 

And guess what? Just about every 
prominent skeptic agrees with that as 
well. As an attempt to discredit con- 
trarians, the Cook study is a bust. 

The key science question for cli- 
mate researchers today is not whether 
greenhouse gas emissions warm the 
planet but whether state-of-the- 
art computer models are accurate 
enough to forecast climate change 
and inform policy decisions. 

As it turns out, the IPCC’s latest 
ensemble of climate models produce 
estimates that overshoot the warming 
of the past 20 years by 100% and of 
the last 15 years by 300%. 


Not every mass media account about the 
UN panel’s recent report was completely 
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Power to the people? If the Ob 


ama administration’s EPA gets its way in regulating CO, many 


coal-powered electric plants, such as this one in Montana, may be forced to shut down, though 


America needs the power they produce. 


slanted. USA Today, for instance, did pub- 
lish a short opposing viewpoint — which 
is an attempt at balance — by Joseph Bast, 
president of the Heartland Institute. That 
nine-paragraph rebuttal at the very least 
showed that there really is not the “con- 
sensus” claimed by the green lobby on this 
issue — pointing out, for example, that 
MIT physicist Richard Lindzen referred to 
the IPCC report as “hilarious incoherence.” 

In addition, British historian Rupert 
Darwall labeled it “nonsense” and “the 
manipulation of science for political 
ends.” Also, the opposing view took note 
of the fact that Judith Curry of the Georgia 
Institute of Technology said the IPCC suf- 
fers from “paradigm paralysis” and should 
be “put down.” 

Some of the left-wing backers of the ad- 
ministration’s attack on the coal industry 
are more honest than the White House and 
EPA. Indeed, the business and economic 
columnist for slate.com, Matthew Ygle- 
sias, not only admits that the new regu- 
lations on coal- and gas-fired plants are 
actually part of a “war on coal,” but ac- 
knowledges it is a battle that he welcomes. 
He also predicted that the administration 
would (untruthfully) deny that it is waging 
such a war. 

The Slate writer does get some points for 
candor. Much of the rhetoric among his ide- 
ological colleagues about saving the world 


recalls the observation by George Orwell 
concerning political language — words that 
are “designed to make lies sound truthful 
and murder respectable, and to give an ap- 
pearance of solidarity to pure wind.” 

The “carbon pollution” claims of the 
EPA administrator fit this description, as 
she attempts to demonize a substance (car- 
bon dioxide) emitted by all living human 
beings — about six pounds’ worth daily. 

While it is possible that some economic 
relief will come from the Supreme Court, 
most analysts on both sides of this issue 
think otherwise. What is more likely is 
that families and businesses will be hurt, 
with the regulations having little impact on 
global carbon emissions despite the pain 
they will bring to Americans. The EPA’s 
regulatory move, say both proponents and 
opponents, is also intended as a way to cir- 
cumvent Congress — which has shown lit- 
tle interest in passing a “cap-and-trade” bill. 

If you can’t do it legally, according to 
the Obama administration, then unelected 
bureaucrats must act. This is the game plan 
despite the fact that other countries have 
been coming to their senses. As noted by 
S. Fred Singer, professor emeritus at the 
University of Virginia and director of the 
Science & Environment Policy Project, 
even the European Union and Australia 
are reversing themselves over the imposi- 
tion of taxes on carbon emissions. 
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In agreement: The head of the UN Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), Rajendra 
Pachauri (left), and co-chair Thomas Stocker confer. Based on climate models, the IPCC claims 
that man is causing catastrophic warming — though a// the models have been proven wrong. 


As Singer observes in the American 
Thinker, the “White House’s war on coal, 
our cheapest and most plentiful fuel for 
electric generation, is totally misplaced. 
Carbon dioxide is a global constituent of 
the atmosphere — and there is no way that 
the EPA can control emissions from China 
or India or other developing countries that 
wish to produce more electricity to provide 
a better way of life for their populations.” 

The pain in this country will be real. 
The U.S. Energy Information Administra- 
tion offers facts, not feelings. The EIA, 
writes Mark Hemingway in the Weekly 
Standard, predicts 


that 175 coal plants, representing 8.5 
percent of all of the electricity pro- 
duced by coal, will close by 2016. 
According to the industry group the 
American Coalition for Clean Coal 
Electricity, more than 280 coal plants 
are slated to close, and EPA regula- 
tions are largely to blame. Since coal 
power plants generate over 40 per- 
cent of the nation’s electricity, these 
closures are bound to result in signif- 
icantly higher electricity bills. They 
also raise troubling questions about 
our ability to reliably supply power 
in much of the country. 


So what would we get if the standard of 
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living is driven down, jobs lost, and chanc- 
es for economic opportunity tossed aside? 
Virtually nothing. One vivid comparison 
we’ve run across compared the presumed 
change to the environment to a baby’s 
burp in a hurricane. 

Economist Richard Rahn suggests, for 
the sake of the argument, that one assume 
that global warming is largely caused by 
increases in carbon dioxide and that man 
caused those increases. With that as- 
sumption, what then? As Dr. Rahn puts it: 
“Those who think that also have a ‘main- 
stream’ forecast of 3 degrees Celsius of 
global warming between now and the 
end of the century. At most, they also es- 
timate that the U.S. contribution will only 
be about 0.2 degrees Celsius, or about 7 
percent of global warming.” 

That being the case, he asks, “Does it 
make sense for the United States to im- 
pose a carbon tax, when emissions from 
the rest of the world — notably, India and 
China — would be responsible for 93 per- 
cent of the temperature rise? Even with 
very high taxes on carbon-dioxide emis- 
sions, the amount of warming that would 
be prevented is too small to measure on a 
50-year time scale.” 

One starts to realize all too many of the 
supposed environmentalists simply do not 
want the country moving forward on the 
energy front even when advances don’t 


involve coal. Consider the technology 
that has allowed horizontal drilling and 
hydraulic fracturing (“fracking”’) to take 
advantage of the large quantities of natural 
gas in the United States. 

Last year, as reported by Bloomberg in 
September, the economic boom that re- 
sulted from fracking 


supported 2.1 million jobs, added al- 
most $75 billion in federal and state 
revenues, contributed $283 billion 
to the gross domestic product and 
lifted household income by more 
than $1,200, according to the report 
released today from IHS CERA. 
The competitive advantage for U.S. 
manufacturers from lower fuel prices 
will raise industrial production by 3.5 
percent by the end of the decade, said 
the report. 


Since 2005, according to the American 
Enterprise Institute, gas and drilling em- 
ployment has increased 61 percent. 

And as Representative Fred Upton (R- 
Mich.), who chairs the House Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, and Representa- 
tive Greg Walden (R-Ore.) wrote recently 
in the Wall Street Journal, the administra- 
tion’s boasts that natural-gas proliferation is 
its doing are not based on facts. 

A Congressional Research Service re- 
port earlier this year, pointed out the rep- 
resentatives, “found that since 2007, natu- 
ral-gas production on federal lands fell by 
33%. Oil production last year on federal 
land was below the 2007 level. The energy 
boost has occurred despite the president’s 
best efforts, with states leading the way 
in accommodating drilling on private and 
nonfederal land.” 

So while the Environmental Protection 
Agency has been extending its powers, 
the federal government has been stretch- 
ing the truth — all as part of the ongoing 
plans to handcuff the economy. Yet, the 
“experts” cited by the mass media rarely 
mention that. Of course, it is the job of 
these anointed experts not to be right, 
but to be wrong for more sophisticated 
reasons. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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THE !,\5 WORD 


BY THOMAS R. EDDLEM 


| Confess: Pm a “Terrorist” 


nly in America are the 
ones who want to bal- 
ance the budget and 


make raising the national debt 
limit unnecessary labeled “ter- 
rorists,” while those who want 
to raise the national credit card 
limit to infinity deemed reason- 
able. That’s the lesson of the 
October partial government 
shutdown and debt limit de- 
bate that the media have tried 
to teach us. 

Count this “terrorist” among 
the learning-disabled on this 
lesson. 

I say it’s all about the sell- 
ing job. The media and most politicians trumpeted only one 
option as a metaphysical necessity throughout the debate: We 
must raise the debt ceiling. Nobody ever discussed the alterna- 
tive, balancing the budget, which would have made raising the 
debt ceiling unnecessary. 

Of course, as a “terrorist,” I could be wrong. The federal 
budget was balanced during the shutdown, as federal spending 
was cut by more than what the CBO projected annual deficit 
to be. And those spending cuts strangely didn’t move Obama’s 
debt limit deadline by even a single minute. Only a terrorist 
such as me would imply Obama cooked the books to hype that 
deadline. 

But this is America. And in America we can rely on the fact 
that the terrorists always lose, just as reliably as Republican 
leaders always cave to the demands of Democrats. So, the debt 
limit will officially be infinity until February 7. We terrorists — 
the constitutionalist movement, Tea Party conservatives, and the 
Congressional Liberty Caucus — certainly lost. The only thing 
worse to a terrorist than not coming to a national debt limit deal 
is coming to a “clean” debt deal that simply enables more debt 
and a bigger reckoning later. 

But America never loses. The White House trumpeted back 
on July 8, “The 2013 deficit is now projected to be 4.7 per- 
cent of GDP. That is down from a deficit of 10.1 percent 
four years ago — representing the fastest period of deficit 
reduction since the years immediately following World War 
II.” Forget the diminished expectations. We should be jump- 
ing out of our pants for joy because the federal government 
is only driving toward the debt cliff at 60 miles per hour, 
instead of the 120-mph pace at which we were driving four 
years ago. Obama claimed his “budget achieves a core goal 
of fiscal sustainability by putting Federal debt on a declining 
path as a share of the economy.” As Charlie Sheen would 
say, “Winning!” 

Terrorists might say Obama is correct, if by “sustainable” 
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he means “not sustainable.” 
Current projections are that 
deficits will come down to 
about $560 billion annually 
in a couple of years, and then 
quickly rise back to double the 
GDP-growth ratio considered 
“stable.” But that’s assuming 
some unrealistically optimis- 
tic events occurring: no dou- 
ble-dip recession and 3.5 per- 
cent inflation-adjusted GDP 
growth in 2015 and 2016, and 
(most importantly) interest 
rates remaining at zero with 
continued low cost of federal 
borrowing. We absolutely 
can’t have all three, and we’ll probably have none, except, 
perhaps, suppressed interest rates, courtesy of the Federal 
Reserve Bank. 

The shutdown was largely a result of a fight over ObamaCare. 
Terrorists also say that ObamaCare “won’t work,” and that the 
whole program will crash as fast as the HealthCare.gov website. 
Of course, Obama and the media “super-patriots” sell terrorists 
on the idea that failure won’t stop the program from continu- 
ing on. “When,” the media super-patriots will essentially tell 
us terrorists, “has the fact that it doesn’t work ever stopped a 
government program?” 

And I guess I part company with my fellow terrorists — and 
agree with Obama and his media minions — on this point. I 
live in Massachusetts, where they’ve had ObamaCare since Mitt 
Romney first created it in 2007. ObamaCare is just Romneycare 
2.0. Romneycare doesn’t work in Massachusetts, and yet it goes 
on. We Bay-staters just pay the highest healthcare premiums in 
the nation. 

ObamaCare, like Romneycare before it, is about the sell- 
ing job and not about whether it works. And the selling job for 
ObamaCare continues apace, with the Obama administration 
hiring the Superbowl Champion Baltimore Ravens to promote 
the program with $130,000 taxpayer dollars. 

Why the Ravens? Because if there’s one thing that million- 
aires with a Cadillac healthcare plan can do with credibility, it’s 
sell the working poor and self-employed on the idea that they 
should pay more for health insurance so that other people can 
get subsidized healthcare. Don’t laugh. It just might succeed in 
selling Joe Sixpack. 

Of course, if I’m going to be in the same category as the 
people who shot our Ambassador Chris Stevens in Benghazi, 
the Syrian heart-eating rebels, and the Mexican Sinaloa drug 
cartel shooters of Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry, I need just 
one more thing for authenticity. So, please, President Obama, 
will you send me a fully automatic weapon, too? Hf 
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TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE 


QUANTITY 


SHIPPING/HANDLING 


WI RESIDENTS ADD 
(SEE CHART BELOW) 


5% SALES TAX 


SUBTOTAL TOTAL 


PE ILL 


For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. 


Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 
$9.95 $14.95 
$13.75 $18.75 
$15.95 $20.95 


Standard: 4-14 
business days. 
Rush: 3-7 business 


$20.00-49.99 

$50.00-99.99 
$100.00-149.99 
$150.00+ call call 


days, no P.O. Boxes, 
HI/AK add $10.00 


ELP|BS. org 


Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org 


Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 


Name 


Mail completed form to: 
ShopJBS « P.O. BOX 8040 
APPLETON, WI 54912 


1-800-342-6491 


Order Online 


Address 


City 


State Zip 


Phone 


E-mail 


QO VISA 
() MasterCard 


Q) Check 
Q) Money Order 


Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
# 


Q) Discover = 
CL) American Express 


VISAMC/Discover 
Three Digit V-Code 


‘American Express 
Four Digit V-Code 


Exp. Date 


Signature 
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